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Douglas County embarks on ju
venile detention reform: T h e  Juve-
nile Detention Alternatives Initiative (JDAI)
By Kimberly Thomas

In February 2011, Douglas County officially launched 
as the first Nebraska jurisdiction to embark on what will be
come a statewide reform initiative. Douglas County sought out 
this particular reform initiative to address its over-reliance on 
secure detention and to reduce the over-representation of mi
norities in the juvenile justice system. According to most re
cent data, minority youth in Douglas County are 2.55 times 
more likely to be arrested, nearly 2 times more likely to be de
tained and almost 4 times more likely to be confined in secure 
juvenile facilities, than their white counterparts.

The Annie E. Casey Foundation’s Juvenile Deten
tion Alternatives Initiative (JDAI) is a nationally renowned 
reform process that effectively: lowers detention populations, 
enhances public safety, saves tax payer money, reduces the 
overrepresentation of minority youth, and intro
duces other overall juvenile justice system im
provements. JDAI uses 8 Core Strategies to 
accomplish these improvements:

1. Collaboration between major juvenile justice agencies, 
governmental entities, and community organizations.

2. Use of accurate data to diagnose the system’s problems and 
identify real solutions.

3. Objective admissions criteria and instruments to replace 
subjective decisions that inappropriately place children in 
custody.

4. Alternatives to detention to increase the options available 
for arrested youth.

5. Case processing reforms to speed up the flow of cases so 
that youth don’t languish in detention.

6. Reducing the use of secure confinement for special cases 
like technical probation violations and status offenders.

7. Deliberate commitment to reducing racial disparities by 
eliminating biases and ensuring a level playing field.

8. Improving conditions of confinement through routine in
spections of local detention centers.

Although Nebraska is new to JDAI, it is operational in 
over 150+ jurisdictions and 30+ states comprising 75% of the 
nation’s juvenile detained population. Some of the achieve
ments seen in other jurisdictions include:

•  The proposed construction of a costly new detention facil
ity was avoided in Cook County saving $24 million dollars.

•  Funded through private and public insurance, Bernalillo 
County, established a new out-patient mental health clinic on
site at the juvenile detention center for delinquent youth.
•  In Georgia, the Department of Juvenile Justice invested 
more than three-quarters of a million dollars in new, commu
nity-based altematives-to-detention programs. It also rede
ployed 12 staff members to serve as "detention expediters."
•  In Clayton County, Georgia, public school referrals of Af
rican American youth to the juvenile court were reduced by 46 
percent.
•  In Cook County the youth violent arrest rate fell 54 percent 
between 1993 and 2000.
•  Bernalillo County, New Mexico, reduced their average 
daily detention population by 58 percent between 1999 and 
2004.
•  Average daily population in the Santa Cruz County, Cali
fornia juvenile hall dropped by 65 percent between 1997 
(46.7%) and 2005 (15.9%).

If you would like to find out more about JDAI, please visit: 
www.jdaihelpdesk.org or contact Kimberly Thomas at 402- 
444-1700 or Kimberly.Thomas@douglascounty-ne.gov.

Juvenile life imprisonment without pa
role (JLWOP): Cruel and unusual pun
ishment in Nebraska? (Part 2)
By Shakur Abdullah, an inmate serving life imprisonment without 
parole at the Omaha Correctional center. The following is the sec
ond part of a two-part article. See NCJR, June 2011, for Part I. It is 
available at www.holvfamiivomaha.ora, under “publications.”

The recent confusion between sentence commutation 
(Board of Pardons) for lifers and the granting of parole (Board 
of Parole) for lifers is just that -  confusion. The two authorities 
are different, and obviously dispensed by two totally separate 
boards. The Board of Pardons can’t issue a parole, the Board of 
Parole can’t issue a pardon or commute a sentence. One au
thority is not dependent upon the other. It is a fallacy that a life 
sentence must be commuted first for the specific and expressed 
purpose of creating an eligibility date. That is a legislative 
function -  not a function vested in an executive board (Board of 
Pardons). Neb. Const. Art. 2, § 1.

On September 17, 1968, Clarence Trvz, #17443, a 1st 
degree lifer, was paroled after serving eighteen years (convicted 
on Nov. 20, 1950). Eight years later, Trvz’s sentence was com
muted by the Board of Pardons to forty-five years, on Decem
ber 21, 1976, which was, in effect, a commutation of discharge.

(Continued on page 2)
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Juvenile life without parole (Continued)

It seems unlikely that Trvz was the only 1st degree lifer who 
was paroled without a sentence commutation first. This estab
lishes a history and or precedent that Article 4, § 13 allows for 
such a practice.

In 2009, Jerry Erving, Jr., a 1st degree lifer, had his 
sentence commuted by the Board of Pardons to discharge, after 
serving forty-four years. In 2010, Reginald Bennett, a 1st de
gree lifer, had his sentence commuted by the Board of Pardons 
to a specific term of years (64 to 90 years) for the express pur
pose of making him eligible for parole. Why was there such a 
difference, commute to discharge and commute to create a pa
role eligibility? It seems that the Board of Pardons is not au
thorized to do both because one act is clearly a legislative func
tion. When the Board of Pardons commutes a sentence, e.g., 
the Board commutes an eighty year sentence to forty years, it 
simply reduces the existing parole eligibility date, but it does 
create one. In the case of Reginald Bennett and at least thirty- 
two other first degree lifer commutations, the Board of Pardons 
has created parole eligibility dates.

The constitution prohibits one branch of government 
from exercising authority and or powers vested in other 
branches of government. Nebraska Constitution, Article 2, §1. 
It seems that the Board of Pardons has exercised both executive 
and legislative authority when dealing with the commutation of 
most life sentences. The Board of Pardons is not constitution
ally authorized to create a parole eligibility for any criminal 
offense in the state. The meaning of commute is: “change,” 
“alter,” to “change (a penalty) to another,” etc... Merriam- 
Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary, 11th Ed. P. 252.

The twenty year time period to become eligible to file 
a petition to the Board of Pardons, as proposed by LB 251, 
seems reasonable. It seems reasonable that within twenty years 
a determination can be made of a juvenile’s mentality -  reha
bilitated or psychologically beyond redemption. If rehabili
tated, is it cruel and unusual punishment to continue to incarcer
ate a juvenile for life? Is it reasonable to continue to incarcer
ate an adult for acts committed while a juvenile?

The Eighth Amendment states: “Excessive bail shall 
not be required, no excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and un
usual punishment inflicted.” To determine whether a punish
ment is cruel and unusual, courts must look beyond historical 
conceptions to “’the evolving standards of decency that mark 
the progress of a maturing society.’” Estelle v. Gamble, 429 
U.S. 97, 102, 97 S.Ct. 285, 501 S.Ct. 590, 2 L.Ed. 630 (1958) 
(pluarity opinion). “This is because ‘[t]he standard of extreme 
cruelty is not merely descriptive, but its applicability must 
change as the basic mores of society change.’” Kennedy v. 
Louisiana, 554 U.S. 407, —, 128 S.Ct. 2641, 2649, 171 L.Ed. 
2d 525 (2008) (quoting Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 
382, 92 S.Ct. 2726, 33 L.Ed. 346 (1972) (Burger, C.J., dis
senting)). Graham v. Florida, 130 S.Ct. at 2021 (2010).

Based on the “evolving standards of decency,” the 
U.S. Supreme Court has declared that sentencing juveniles to 
the death penalty and life imprisonment without the possibility 
of parole in non homicide cases is in violation of the cruel and

unusual standard embodied in the Eighth Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution (applicable to the states via the Fourteenth 
Amendment.)

The Court has reached this determination based on the 
fact that such sentences (death and LWOP) are disproportionate 
to the juvenile’s status at the time of the offense -  they are not 
adults. “These differences render suspect any conclusion that a 
juvenile falls among the worst offenders. The susceptibility of 
juveniles to immature and irresponsible behavior means “their 
irresponsible conduct is not as morally reprehensible as that of 
an adult.” Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S. 551, 570 (2005).

The momentum and weight of current precedents 
(Roper and Graham) from the U.S. Supreme Court seem to 
make it likely that juvenile life imprisonment without parole 
sentences for homicide will be declared unconstitutional. LB 
251 was the latest attempt to get in front of the momentum of 
change to to eliminate JLWOP sentences. Willingly or unwill
ingly, Nebraska may soon be forced to finally address this issue 
via yet another U.S. Supreme Court precedent.

JLWOP sentences have disproportionately affected 
Douglas County (particularly North Omaha) more than any 
other area in Nebraska. According to the Nebraska Criminal 
Justice Review (NCJR), Vol. 12, No. 1, March 2011, p. 1, there 
are currently twenty-seven people in Nebraska “serving life 
sentences for crimes they committed before age 18.” 
ww w.holvfamilvomaha.org (under publications).

Eighteen people (lifers) of the twenty-seven (lifers) 
were sentenced from Douglas County -  66.6%. Thirteen of 
the eighteen sentenced out of Douglas County are African- 
American -  48.1%. This is a blatant disparity. Somebody 
needs to be asking why such a disparity exists. A more impor
tant question might be why nobody seems concerned about it.

An education-based prison system 
might be better for Nebraska
By Pastor Bud Christenson

After several years working with prisoners in the Ne
braska State Penitentiary and assisting prisoners when they 
leave prison. I’m convinced we are missing an opportunity as a 
society. Prisoners are considered property of the state. I look 
at that as similar to the fact that my seven children are indeed 
“my” children. My goal for my children has always been to 
help them to become the best they can be. I always wanted 
them to get the best education possible and so 1 told them that 1 
will pay for their education, however far they choose to go. My 
children are grown, but I'm still paying some of those loans. 
They are successful and that makes me happy.

Perhaps we should be thinking about changing our 
prison system to an education-based system. When prisoners 
arrive at the Diagnostic and Evaluation Center, we should in
deed evaluate them. We should give them a series of tests to 
determine their natural interests and aptitude. Then, based on 
those test results, we should put them on a personal growth 
course to achieve whatever is possible in the time they serve.



That would mean we would offer courses in the prison, and 
based on successful results, prisoners would become eligible for 
study release to go to an appropriate school to continue working 
toward their goal. I can envision “Study Release Centers” simi
lar to our current work release centers. My initial guess would 
be that most prisoners would be looking toward vocational 
training. However, there are others who have great educational 
potential in more academic areas. Also, we need to continue to 
offer drug and alcohol treatment, parenting classes and training 
to prepare them to apply for jobs, interview, fill out tax forms 
and do what it takes to be good citizens

I know there are people in our society who would ob
ject to “free education” for prisoners when we have to pay for 
our children’s education. However, we would all benefit 
greatly from helping them. One of the obvious benefits would 
be that they would be better equipped to make a contribution to 
society rather than continue to be a burden. They could make 
more money, take better care of their families and pay more 
taxes. But, beyond that. I believe we would reduce the recidi
vism rate considerably.

This may sound like a very expensive plan. Prisons 
are expensive, especially if they are viewed as places to ware
house people or places of punishment. If we could put people 
from the Department of Corrections at the same “table” with 
people from the business community, the universities and col
leges, the politicians, etc., I believe we could come up with a 
plan that would make Nebraska proud and serve us well as a 
society.

THE FUNERAL PROHIBITION POLICY 
REVISITED
By John Krejci, Emeritus Prof, of Sociology and Social Work

Lorena Ditter is 93 years old. At this time her health 
still permits her to make the 3 hour trip each way to visit Te- 
cumseh State Correctional Institution where her son David is 
incarcerated. However, at age 93 she will not be around for
ever, and both she and David are troubled by the new DCS pol
icy that will prohibit David from attending her funeral. Al
though a small number of inmates are still eligible to seek per
mission, David has been informed that he is not one of them. 
In response to an inquiry by a friend of David, Fred Hopkins, 
Deputy Director of Institutions, wrote the following:

“At this time Mr. Ditter does not meet the 
criteria to attend a funeral. As such any request for 
same at this time could not be approved. In addition, 
your suggestions that the family pay for a private secu
rity service to escort Mr. Ditter to the funeral is not a 
viable option. However, the staff at TSCI will allow 
certain considerations for additional phone calls or 
special visits related to his mother’s passing.”

Mr. Hopkins did not explain what the “criteria” for 
David to attend the funeral were. Certainly they did not seem 
to take into account that Senator Mike Johanns described David 
Ditter as a “model prisoner!” Nor that David attended his fa
ther’s funeral in 1998 without being placed in leg irons.

Upon investigation and in conversation with Director 
Houston, it was made clear that only community corrections 
inmates and inmates classified as Minimum Custody B would 
be even considered for funeral visits. This may include as 
many as 1000 of the 4400 inmates. At that time in 2010, sev
eral advocates for inmates attempted to persuade Director 
Houston not to implement the policy. To no avail! However, 
he assured me that the Department would implement a program 
that would allow for extra visits, phone calls, videotaping of the 
funeral and similar communication between inmate and family.

More recently, Director Houston was asked if the en
hanced contact program had been implemented. Deputy Direc
tor Larry Wayne responded for the director and gave assurances 
that it in fact had been implemented. However, on further in
quiry, it was learned that there was NO WRITTEN POLICY. 
Nor had the information been communicated to the inmates. It 
seems that inmates, at this point, have to ask about the policy. 
An example of this comes in this quote from a letter from in
mate David Ditter:

“ ...I made several inquiries about what the 
Department is offering inmates who have a death in 
their family since we can no longer attend funerals. I 
have been informed by the TSCI Administration that 
your families can send VHS or DVDs of the funeral 
service to TSCI and they will be made available in the 
Religious Center. I was also told that additional phone 
calls and visits could be authorized following the death 
of a family member.”

In lieu of a written policy and the lacking of communi
cating this policy to all inmates, it is one goal of this article to 
communicate the fact that there are guidelines to accommodate 
inmates who are no longer eligible for funeral visits. NCJR is 
read by many inmates.

In my personal reaction to there being no written pol
icy, I suggested to Deputy Director Wayne that in a bureauc
racy like DCS, unless a policy is written and formally imple
mented, it does not exist. And the department could be ac
cused of being arbitrary and capricious when making decisions 
regarding inmates’ access to funeral of loved ones.

Some initial questions that need to be addressed in a 
formal, written policy would be:

• Which inmates are eligible to request funeral visits?
• What are the criteria for granting or denying permis

sion?
• How will this policy be communicated to inmates?
• How many, what type, and what are the means by 

which visits, videos, and phone calls will be available? 
What are the specifics? Or will they be granted on a 
case by case basis?

• What are the specific requirements and nature of the 
visits for those eligible? Cost, security, guards, Safety 
precautions, etc.?

• What is the timeline for the written implementation 
and communication of this policy?

Continued on page 4



Funeral Policy (Continued from page 3)

In any case, NCJR will continue to monitor this policy 
while continuing to seek its mitigation or reversal. In the mean
time, a letter has been sent to several State Senators, including 
Brad Ashford, Chair of the Judiciary Committee, requesting a 
review of the policy and asking the Unicameral to investigate 
legislation that would amend the funeral visit decision. At this 
point there has been no response from the Senators.

In the September 2010 issue of NCJR, members of the 
prison committee of Interchurch Ministries wrote the follow
ing”

“We strongly urge the Department to rethink this 
harsh, inhumane policy. Let human and common de
cency of caring people triumph over the excessive fear 
and obsession with safety generated by the corrections 
bureaucracy. We suggest they reflect on the biblical 
hymn. “Whatever you do to the least of my people, 
this you do unto me.”

We continue to hold this position. However, since the 
DCS refuses to amend or reverse the policy, we will advocate 
for at least a transparent and timely implementation. The De
partment should spell out clear guidelines for funeral visits and 
inform all inmates of them. In this way, the Department will 
not be accused of being arbitrary and capricious. And present 
unwritten policy outlining claims of extra visits, videos and 
phone calls will be seen not as merely public relations, but as 
human and humane relations.

On being critical, and giving credit 
when credit is due
By Mel Beckman, NCJR Editor, 402-558-2085

This publication routinely focuses on Nebraska laws 
and policies relating to corrections which we see as inadequate, 
harmful or unwise, and which impact prisoners and ex- 
offenders adversely. We hope the small “spotlight” which we 
shine on them will help bring about beneficial change. The 
preceding article on funeral policy is one example of this kind 
of critical focus.

We have been critical

Examples from the past include our focus on the Ne
braska statutes which required released prisoners to request a 
pardon from the Nebraska Board of Pardons in order to have 
their right to vote restored. That could take ten years or more, 
and for many if not most, it never happened. The NCJR pub
lished information about the tens of thousands of former of
fenders not allowed to vote, even though long out of prison. 
Former offenders no longer have to go to the Board of Pardons 
and they can register to vote two years after release.

Similarly, until recently, persons incarcerated for 
lengthy periods could not obtain a modification of their child 
support obligation while in prison and unable to pay. The 
NCJR published information about the millions of dollars of

indebtedness that prisoners were incurring and eventually the 
law was changed to recognize extended incarceration as a valid 
reason to allow modifications.

For the past four years we have given extensive cover
age to Nebraska’s sentencing laws which have allowed children 
as young as age 13 and 14 at the time of their crimes to receive 
a life sentence, with no hope of eventual release. This issue 
will certainly continue to be a focus of the NCJR

Finally, we continue to publish news and opinion 
about Nebraska’s sex offender laws, which many feel do not 
provide security and are more like an obstacle to a sex of
fender’s reintegration into the community.

Time to give some credit

Lest the NCJR be considered too negative, we give 
some examples of credit due - to Nebraska and the Corrections 
Department.

Nebraska experienced a severe heat wave during the 
past summer. All the prisons in Nebraska are air-conditioned. 
The county and municipal jails are as well, according to a 
spokesperson at the Nebraska Crime Commission. This is not 
at all the case in some states, according to an informal survey 
taken this summer by C.U.R.E. (Citizens United for the Reha
bilitation of Errants). Complaints about insufficient air- 
conditioning were received from: Colorado; Illinois; Missouri; 
Vermont; Arizona; Alabama; Mississippi; Pennsylvania; Mary
land; Texas; and Oklahoma. Nebraska deserves credit for keep
ing temperatures down for those in confinement.

Credit is also due the Corrections Department for not 
charging prisoners excessively for phone calls. In some states, 
families of prisoners are still paying more than they should. 
Nebraska has been looked to as a model in this respect.

In Nebraska, the Department of Corrections values 
visiting by family members and has an orderly process for ar
ranging visits, with no fees involved. In Arizona, the Depart
ment of Corrections imposes a $25 fee on adults who wish to 
visit inmates at any of the prisons that house state prisoners. 
The fee is to pay for a one-time “background check.

Families of inmates and community groups have ac
cess to correctional administrators in Nebraska. They have 
been willing to come to meetings, answer questions and listen 
to complaints. As Editor of the NCJR, I have frequently re
quested information from the Department and it has been read
ily given.

We would like to hear from you

What do you think? Does the NCJR give too little 
credit and offer too much criticism? Can you give some exam
ples of “credit due” that should be given? What good things are 
happening that should receive some spotlight? On the other 
hand, what problems are we missing that should be covered in 
the NCJR? Where is criticism justified? Letters are appreci
ated.



NCJR interview with Adult Parole: Low 
rate of parole for sex offenders
Editor’s Note:

According to the monthly data sheet o f the Nebraska 
Dept, o f Correctional Services, as o f June 30, 2011, 18.1% or 
818 o f the persons incarcerated in the state (4470) had a sex 
offense as their most serious offense. By comparison, those 
incarcerated whose most serious offense was assault consti
tuted 13% o f the total population and those incarcerated for  
drugs represented 12.7% o f the total population.

The high number o f sex offenders in prison 
prompted NCJR to request a “by-mail” interview during Au
gust o f this year, with Cathy Gibson-Beltz, Administrator o f  
Nebraska Adult Parole, to determine the number o f sex of
fenders currently on parole.

Question: How many sex offenders were granted parole 
during 2010?
Answer: We have 7 Nebraska sex offenders who were paroled 
to Nebraska programs in 2010.

Question: How many sex offenders received final parole 
hearings during 2010?
Answer: I cannot tell you how many sex offenders received a 
final parole hearing during 2010, but 1 can tell you that today, 
55 sex offenders are scheduled for parole hearings sometime 
between today and July 1, 2013. Thirty-one of these are sched
uled for 2011; 17 for 2012; and 8 for 2013.

Question: How many sex offenders are currently under
ordinary parole supervision?
Answer: We currently have 55 sex offenders under supervi
sion by Nebraska parole staff. Twenty-two came into Nebraska 
after paroling from a different state; 14 Nebraska sex offenders 
are on parole in Nebraska; the rest paroled to detainers or to 
other states.

Question: How many sex offenders are currently life-time 
supervision?
Answer: There are currently 21 offenders on lifetime sex of
fender supervision. None of these are on parole. They have 
discharged the sentence and are being supervised based on the 
lifetime sex offender designation only.

Thank you to Cathy Gibson-Beltz 
for the above information

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
can be received via e-mail attachment.

If you would like e-mail delivery of your NCJR, send an e- 
mail to the Editor: melbeckman@cox.net

Issues published in 2010 and 2011 are available on 
the website of Holy Family Church, Omaha.

www.holyfamilyomaha.org

Childbirth in prison: The use of shack
ling and other restraints
Editor’s Note: A recent news item received from C.U.R.E. (Citizens 
United fo r  the Rehabilitation o f  Errants) stated that ten states 
(California, Colorado, Illinois, Pennsylvania, New Mexico, New 
York, Texas, Vermont, Washington, and West Virginia) ban the 

practice o f shackling women during childbirth. In response to 
NCJR’s inquiry about Nebraska policy on the matter, John Dahm, 
Warden o f the Nebraska Correctional Center for Women in York, 
shared the Department o f Correctional Services’ Medical Protocol 
Number 10, on the subject o f  pregnancy.

Medical Protocol #10, Section E

Inmates in their first trimester of pregnancy may be 
placed in restraints (handcuffs and/or leg irons) in ac
cordance with their custody level. Inmates in their 
second trimester will be placed only in handcuffs. 
Inmates in their third trimester will not be restrained at 
all, including while being transported to and from 
community medical facilities or while at the medical 
facility. Inmates in active labor and delivery will not 
be restrained.

EXCEPTION: In the event of an immediate and seri
ous security risk during labor and delivery, restraints 
may be applied after the attending physician has been 
consulted and the NCCW Warden and NDCS Medical 
Authority have given approval as to the type of re
straints and their proposed application. If there is an 
immediate and serious security risk prior to labor and 
delivery, either while the inmate in her second or third 
trimester is in transport status or is at a medical facil
ity, restraints may be applied with the approval of the 
NCCW Warden or Assistant Warden. Proper steps 
must then be taken to ensure the inmate is supported 
while walking in order to minimize the chances of a 
fall.

Warden Dahm stated, “In the nine + years I have 
been Warden at the Nebraska Correctional Center for  
Women, we have never had to shackle anyone during child
birth and delivery. ” In response to NCJR’s question about 
the number o f births at NCCW, Mr. Dahm stated that seven
teen inmates gave birth during calendar year 2010 and nine 
so far this year.

The Nebraska Coalition for the 
Fair Sentencing of Youth

Working to end extreme sentences 
for children and youth

www.juvenilejusticenebraska.net 
Ph. 402-558-2085

The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing of Youth 
works closely with the national Campaign for the Fair 

Sentencing of Youth. See www.endjlwop.org.
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The Nebraska Board of Pardons
Governor Dave Heineman 

Secretary of State John Gale 
Attorney General Jon Bruning

Editor's Note:The information below is offered to promote a better 
understanding o f  the Board o f Pardons and how it functions. It is 
excerpted from the Board's website: www.pardons.state.ne.us.

Origin: The Board of Pardons was created through Article IV, 
Section 13 of the Nebraska Constitution. It’s three-person 
membership is prescribed by the Constitution.

Authority: The Board has the power to 1) remit fines and for
feitures, 2) grant respites, 3) grant reprieves, 4) grant pardons, 
and 5) grant commutations in all cases of conviction for of
fenses against the laws of the State of Nebraska, except for trea
son and cases of impeachment.

Terms:
A “commutation” is a reduction of sentence or penalty to one 
which is less severe.

A “pardon” is an exemption from all penalties incurred as a 
consequence of a crime.

A “remittance” is the elimination or reduction of a fine, or the 
return of the money or property forfeited as a penalty for a 
crime.

A “reprieve/respite” is a delay in or temporary relief from 
punishment.

Applications: Persons who have been convicted of an offense 
and want Pardons Board action on their behalf submit an appli
cation on a form prescribed by the Board. Applications not 
completed in full according to the instructions on the form will 
not be accepted for consideration. Applications can be submit
ted to the Board’s administrative office or to the Secretary of 
State at the Nebraska State Capitol during normal business 
hours.

Hearings: The Board may grant or deny any application, in 
whole or in part, without a hearing. The Board’s general pol
icy, however, is to not grant applications for pardons or com
mutations of sentences without a hearing. At a hearing, testi
mony and information is usually given under oath. First the 
applicant or his representative presents and then anyone oppos
ing the application.

Notification of victims: If the Board grants a hearing to an 
applicant who is seeking a pardon or commutation for a crime 
against a person, the Board will attempt to contact the victim of 
the crime, or the victim’s family, to offer an opportunity to pre
sent their information. The Board will, in all cases, give notice 
to any victim or other person who has requested notice.

Action after hearing: The Board’s decision is by majority 
vote. A complete record of the proceedings is made and pre
served. The sentencing court is notified of the Board action.

Contact Information: Write to: Nebraska Board of Pardons, 
P.O. Box 94754, Lincoln NE 68509. Phone: 402-471-2453. 
E-Mail: sonya.fauver@nebraska.gov. The Pardons Board proc
ess can take 9 to 12 months. The public hearings are held in the 
second floor Governor’s hearing room in the State Capitol, 
1445 K Street in Lincoln.

Coalition is asking Pardons Board to grant 
commutation hearings to youthful offenders
Editor's Note: The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing o f  
Youth is collecting signatures fo r a letter to the Nebraska Board o f  
Pardons. I f  you would like to participate, send fu ll name and ad
dress to: Coalition, 3636 Lafayette Avenue, Omaha NE 68131. The 
text o f the request appears below. Information: 402-558-2085.

Juveniles tried and sentenced as adults for crimes committed 
as children deserve a chance to show how they have changed and ma
tured. While youth should be held accountable for their crimes, we 
believe offenders who commit crimes as juveniles and can safely re
enter society should be offered that chance.

The Nebraska Board o f Pardons must better accommodate 
the differences of those convicted for crimes committed as juveniles, 
especially those facing life sentences. We ask you to implement the 
following reforms:

• Guarantee a commutation hearing for those who committed 
crimes as juveniles - no later than 20 years after incarcera
tion; and

• Consider the age and maturity of the offender at the time of 
offense when debating commutation.

We urge you to honor the differences between youth 
and adults at all hearings for individuals serving life sentences 
for offenses committed as youth.

C.O.S.A. Nebraska provides circles of sup
port and accountability for sex offenders; 
Circle volunteers are needed

COSA Nebraska believes that the danger that sex of
fenders sometimes pose to the community can best be ad
dressed by providing them treatment while in prison and, after
wards, a circle of trained and helpful community volunteers 
who will befriend them when they return from prison. The 
community volunteers model good adult behavior for the of
fender, assist with difficulties the person encounters in getting 
resettled in the community, and hold him/her accountable to 
not re-offend.

The first training courses for volunteers who will 
serve in the circles are close to completion. Another course 
will be offered early in 2011. Please consider training for this 
important work and serve in a circle during 2012. COSA vol
unteers can be retired or working people, people from all walks* 
of life, men or women, clergy or laity. All can become effec
tive circle volunteers. If you cannot serve, please consider a 
contribution.

COSA Nebraska, P.O. Box 31291, Omaha NE 68131 
Website: www.cosanebraska.org 

E-mail: coordinator@cosanebraska.org 
Phone: 402-558-2085

http://www.pardons.state.ne.us
mailto:sonya.fauver@nebraska.gov
http://www.cosanebraska.org
mailto:coordinator@cosanebraska.org


Nearly 300 Federal prisoners are held 
at the Douglas County Jail
NCJR asked Deputy Douglas County Corrections Director Mark 
Foxall to share some information about Federal prisoners housed in 
the county. His Sept. 8, 2011 answers to the questions in the by-mail 
interview appear below.

Regarding Federal ICE (Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement) prisoners

Question: How many Federal ICE prisoners are in the jail? 
Answer: 155

Question: What arrangement does the County have with the 
Federal Government?
Answer: Contract

Question: Are they sentenced or waiting for trial?
Answer: The process is an administrative process. Not 
criminal

Question: Are they both male and female?
Answer: Yes

Question: What is the overall racial make-up of the population? 
Answer: 126 White-Hispanic, 10 White-Non Hispanic, 16 
Black, 3 Asian

Question: On average, how long are they held at the jail?
Answer: The length of stay varies from an overnight hold
over to several weeks.

Question: Do they have access to any jail programs or volun
teer services while at the jail?
Answer: yes

Regarding Federal 
U.S. Marshal’s prisoners

Question: How many Federal U.S. Marshal’s prisoners are in 
the jail?
Answer: 133

Question: What arrangement does the County have with the 
Federal Government for holding them?
Answer: Contract

Question: Are they sentenced or waiting for trial?
Answer: Most of the Marshal holds in our custody are pre
trial. There are a few who have been sentenced and are 
awaiting transportation to Federal facilities.

Question: Are they both male and female?
Answer: Yes

Question: What is the overall racial make-up of the population? 
Answer: 32 White/Non Hispanic, 27 African American, 8 
American Indian and 66 White/Hispanic

Question: On average, how long are they held at the jail?
Answer: The length of stay varies from an overnight hold 
over to several months while in trial.

Question: Do they have access to any jail programs or volun
teer services while at the jail?
Answer: Yes

Does your city or county jail meet 
state standards? The Jail Standards 
Board requires it
Editor’s Note: The information below is summarized from the web
site o f  the Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement and Criminal 
Justice, www.ncc.state.ne.us.

In Nebraska, an eleven member board, appointed by 
the Governor, is responsible for the promulgation and enforce
ment of minimum standards for the maintenance, operation, and 
construction of adult and juvenile criminal detention facilities. 
The Board has the authority to petition the district court for 
closure of facilities failing to comply with the standards.

Jail Standards Board staff conduct annual inspections 
of each detention facility to monitor compliance with the stan
dards. Written reports of such inspections are prepared and 
submitted to the Board for review and official action. Each of 
the 72 active jail facilities and 4 juvenile detention facilities 
receive an annual inspection. The Board meets quarterly to 
review reports and take action.

A recent meeting of the Jail Standards Board on July 
29, 2011, provides an example of how the Board functions. 
The minutes of that meeting show that fifteen inspected jails 
were found to be in full compliance with the standards, three 
were found to be out of compliance, and progress toward com
pliance, or lack of it, by ten others, was under review at the 
meeting.

Committee members present at the meeting were: 
Chairperson Mike Thurber, Don Fritz, Keith Harvat, Robert 
Houston, Ron Johns, Wm. McLarty, Jim Peschong, Connie 
Pfeiffer, Gary Reiber and Russell Zeeb. Others present in
cluded staff members Denny Macomber, Chris Harrifeld, Dan 
Evans and Ann Bauers. Others present were Robert Bell of the 
Nebraska Police Review Office; Mark Foxall, Douglas County 
Department of Corrections; Mike Behm, Exec. Dir. Of the Ne
braska Crime Commission; Jeffery Washington, American Cor
rectional Association; and Barb Brunkow, Nebraska Ombuds
man’s Office.

The Jail Standards Division of the Crime Commission 
attempts to improve conditions and operations in local jails 
through implementation of standards—to lessen the potential 
for successful litigation against local officials. Inmate litigation 
over the last thirty five years of the last century resulted in the 
evolution of a well-defined body of correctional case law by 
which jails and detention facilities are bound to abide. With 
increasing frequency, inmates are successfully challenging jail 
conditions and practices when they fall short of these clearly 
established minima. The State, through this program, has ac
cepted the responsibility to monitor and regulate local detention 
facilities to insure compliance with standards written to reflect 
these constitutional requirements. If the Board fails to ade
quately carry out this responsibility, the state could be held li
able as well.

The Jail Standards Division can be contacted at:
301 Centennial Mall South P.O. Box 94946 

Lincoln, NE 68509 
Phone: 402-471-2194

http://www.ncc.state.ne.us


N E W S  & H A P P E N I N G S
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

Domestic Violence Coordinating Council
The Council has moved to a new office, in the UNO 

Collaboration Center, located at 115 S. 49th Avenue in Omaha, 
NE 68132. The Council can be contacted at 402-561-7537 or 
by e-mail at dvcc@dvccomaha.org. The Council advocates for 
system change through education and training, and by partner
ing with agencies which make victims safer and hold offenders 
accountable.

Tara Muir is the Council’s new Executive Director. 
She has worked most recently with Metropolitan Area Contin
uum of Care for the Homeless (MACCH) and Community Alli
ance.

The above information is from news releases issued by 
the Council.

The number of elderly in prison, both male 
and female, is on the rise

The number of men in Nebraska prisons age 55 or 
older represented 3.5% of the male prison population in FY 
2001. The percentage has nearly tripled since then, with the 
percentage for FY 2011 now 9%.

Fewer females are apparently being kept in prison until 
older ages. The percentage of females age 55 or older in 2001 
represented 1.7% of the female population. In 2011, females 
age 55 or older represent 3% of the female prison population.

The above information is from the August 31, 2011 
data sheet of the Nebraska Department of Correctional Ser
vices.

Life sentences with the possibility of parole
According to Nebraska Department of Correctional 

Services statistics, 228 prisoners are serving life to life sen
tences, commonly called “life without parole.” In another cate
gory are 92 others are sentenced to “life with parole,” meaning 
they have a minimum number of years to serve and a maximum 
of life in prison.

In July, the NCJR asked the Department of Correc
tional Services how many inmates serving “life with parole” 
have actually been paroled over a period of the last twenty 
years. The information provided showed that 31 men and 2 
women serving “life with parole” have been paroled from 1991 
through 2010. The listing also showed that five of the 33 had 
their parole revoked during this time and are in prison again. 
This would seem to be a recidivism rate of 15%.

Newsletter for lifers, friends, families
International CURE LifeLong is publishing a newslet

ter, available to incarcerated persons for $2.00 and with a basic 
membership and annual dues of $10.00.

According to the first issue, the mission of Interna
tional CURE LifeLong is to empower lifers, friends and fami
lies to speak out, write letters, petition and organize grassroots 
efforts that educate and enlighten legislators, governors, parole

boards and society that our draconian sentencing practices, 
without regard to penitence and reformation, harm us all.

A “lifer” is defined as anyone who has received a con
viction and sentence of life in prison anywhere in the United 
States. The term also covers those individuals who receive 
excessive sentences that constitute twenty-five or more years in 
prison and who have little hope of returning to society.

Annual “Freed for Life” fund-raising event
This Nov. 13, 2011 event will raise money for four 

programs which support prisoners and ex-offenders: Followers 
of Christ (an inmate congregation inside the Nebraska State 
Penitentiary); Bridges to Hope (offers clothing, hygiene, and 
household items and programming to ex-offenders); FEAST (at 
Our Saviour’s Lutheran Church in Lincoln, assisting inmates 
from the Community Corrections Center in Lincoln with trans
portation to church services, Bible study, socialization and re
entry support); Muriel’s Fund (an endowment fund for the 
support of re-entry programming).

Reservations for the banquet are due Nov. 1. Individ
ual seats, $25.00. Questions, please call Pastor Bud Christen
son, 402-499-2763; Pastor Bob Bryan, 402-640-7145; Julia 
Stroebel, 402-420-5696. See also www.freedforlife.org.

Family and Friends/CrossOver merging
A merger is taking place this Fall between Family and 

Friends of Inmates, Nebraska and Crossover Prison Ministries. 
Family and Friends of Inmates will retain it’s name and its mis
sion (support for families of inmates and legislative advocacy 
for a rational and humane criminal justice system). Crossover 
Prison Ministries will assist Family and Friends with admini
stration support. Family and Friends will have one or more 
seats on the Crossover Board. Crossover Prison Ministries has 
long been active in ministry to prisoners, both inside the walls 
and outside.

A speaker for your organization?
COSA Nebraska is a new and positive program of as

sistance to sex offenders who are in transition from prison to 
the community. COSA Nebraska provides speakers to groups 
wishing to learn more about circles of support and accountabil
ity for sex offenders. (See news item about COSA on page 
six). To request a speaker, call 402-558-2085 or e-mail, coordi- 
nator@cosanebraska.org.

Prairie Gold Homes
Helping inmates gain job skills and become productive 

citizens, while building affordable, energy-efficient housing for 
our communities. Does your organization need a worth project 
to support? Contact Bob Peterson, Exec. Director/General 
Counsel. 1230 O Street, Ste 240, Lincoln NE 68508. Phone: 
402-434-3904.

http://www.freedforlife.org
mailto:coordi-nator@cosanebraska.org
mailto:coordi-nator@cosanebraska.org


Mentoring at the Nebraska Correctional 
Youth Facility
By Marilyn Asher, ReligiousA/olunteer Coordinator, Nebraska Cor
rectional Youth Facility

On September 13, 2011, the Nebraska Correctional 
Youth Facility (NCYF) started an inmate mentoring program. 
Planning for the program began in January as experts in the 
community were consulted on best practices. Midlands Men
toring Partnership and Americorps Vista volunteers were help
ful in providing information to NCYF.

The purpose for the mentoring program is to assist 
inmates who are close to release in making practical plans for 
life outside of prison walls. The inmates of NCYF are male 
felons, ages 16 to 21, who have been adjudicated as adults. 
Just because they have been adjudicated as adults does not 
mean that they have the skills to re-enter society as adults. 
Adult male mentors have been recruited to help them make 
plans for housing, jobs, education and most importantly, to in
troduce them to community resources and individuals 
(including themselves) who may provide positive surroundings 
and direction.

The mentors’ jobs are not to change every aspect of 
the inmates’ lives, but to encourage them to think differently 
about their lives by portraying the mentors’ own values and 
lifestyles. By having a positive adult male in his life, it is 
hoped that each inmate will have a desire to emulate his mentor 
and find a positive alternative to the criminal lifestyle.

If any men would be interested in being adult male 
role models for the inmates, they may contact me at 402-636- 
8622.

Judiciary Committee interim study, on Adam 
Walsh Act and sex offender registration

The Judiciary Committee has scheduled a meeting on 
Tuesday, October 11, 2011, to examine the Adam Walsh Child 
Protection and Safety Act of 2006 and Nebraska’s Sex Offender 
Registration Act. The meeting will be at 1:00 p.m. in Room 
1113 at the State Capitol in Lincoln.

Grayson’s non-profit consulting and re-entry services
Gary and Krisa Grayson are offering a free training program to 

equip people in the faith community with the skills needed to implement and 
operate adult mentoring re-entry programs in their places of worship. They are 
inviting volunteers in the faith community to undergo a four to six month com
prehensive and intense training that, upon successful completion might lead to a 
full or part-time paid position.

The instruction given includes: computer literacy (all Microsoft 
applications); leadership development; program management; recruiting volun
teers; community asset mapping; grant writing and reporting; database mainte
nance, strategic planning; resource recognition; resource utilization; and basic 
case management.

Benefits to participants in the training include; obtaining marketable 
skills without student loans or college fees; potential for one’s place of worship 
to obtain Second Chance Act resources from the Federal Government; and 
potential for promotion by one’s employer due to obtaining a new skill set or 
enhancement of current skills.

Interested people of faith can contact Gary Grayson at 402-686-4014 
or Krisa Grayson at 402-706-9739. Registration is required. Donations are 
needed.

Newsletter for those confined in civil commitment 
facilities

The national C.U.R.E. office in Washington, D.C. is developing a 
new publication for those who have been civilly committed. A survey form is

being distributed to determine what kind of information, articles, etc. would be 
desired by persons in such facilities, and by their families. A copy of the survey 
(to be returned to C.U.R.E. by Oct. 30th), can be obtained from the NCJR upon 
request.

Dismantle Institutional Racism
A program at Nebraska Wesleyan Udniversity in Lincoln. October 

21-22, 2011. Friday, 6-9 p.m. and Saturday, 8:30 a m. to 4:00 p.m. In the Story 
Student Center, lower level. Registration $10, Students $5. Lunch is included. 
To register: CTA Nebraska, P.O. Box 6773, Lincoln NE 68506. For more 
information, call John Krejci, 402-466-8460. The goal of the workshop is to 
“dismantle institutional racism by identifying the structures that maintain sys
temic racism, and replacing them with new structures that are liberating, life- 
giving, and just.

Managing the criminal justice system
The Douglas County Criminal Justice System Management Council 

is a forum for system coordination, communication and development of goals, 
policies and procedures. 4th Thursday of each month, 11:45 a m., Jesse Lowe 
Conference Rm, 3rd Floor, Civic Center, 1819 Famam, Omaha. Meetings are 
open to the public.

Domestic Violence Coordinating Council 
Annual Appeal
Editor’s Note: The following letter was sent on Sept. 20th to supporters o f  
the D VCC. Reprinted with permission.

Dear Friend of the DVCC,

Thank you very much for your past and continued support 
of the organization. The pain and suffering caused by the actions of 
those who are the perpetrators of domestic violence is real. This real
ity of the trauma occurring in our community should motivate us to 
continue the work of the Domestic Violence Coordinating Council.

The DVCC continues to be the coordinating organization 
for many partners providing the needed services to those victimized 
by the evils of domestic violence. The coordination and collaboration 
is essential to meet the needs of our consumers, the women and chil
dren victimized by these acts.

I have met with many domestic violence victims in my of
fice, or in some cases, their surviving family members. If only they 
had become aware sooner of the help that was available to them. Our 
efforts have an impact and will continue to have a impact on the lives 
of victims.

Our numbers continue to grow as more of the public under
stands our role in the cooperation and collaboration with the partner 
agencies that assist our sisters, daughters, mothers and grandmothers 
in time of need.

We need your help now more than ever in these difficult 
economic times. Much of our past funding with government re
sources has been markedly decreased. We are relying on you, as are 
the victims of domestic violence, to be able to continue our mission to 
help those victims of domestic violence have an opportunity to lead 
successful, independent lives.

Our community will be stronger and more responsive and 
our services will be more effective and efficient through the work of 
the DVCC. Please consider a donation today.

Again, than you for your past support and together we will 
make a difference in so many ways, in so many lives.

Sincerely,
Don Kleine, President

DVCC
115 S. 49th Ave 

Omaha, NE 68132



L E T T E R S

Not enough blacks on juries
There is an unwritten policy in Lancaster County ex

cluding Blacks from juries in criminal cases. The U.S. Su
preme Court has ruled that jury pools must represent a fair 
cross-section of the community. The system that picks people 
for juries in Lancaster County consistently looks over Blacks 
and other minorities and favors whites. While Blacks, Latins 
and Native Americans don’t get the same chance to judge, there 
is no shortage of us being judged.

Imagine if you can, being judged by a jury of your 
peers made up entirely of members of another race. I didn’t 
see any Black on my jury. Presiding over these trials are white 
judges, white district attorneys, white defense attorneys and all 
white juries. The only thing black in the court room was me 
and the judge’s robe.

If you see no one on the jury that represents you so
cially, economically or racially, and the jury is about to judge 
the appropriateness of your actions, an all white jury is unfair to 
a Black defendant.

Jahson Atiba Alemu 62184 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Good government
In my opinion, good government comes from the con

stant battle of opposing interests, without either side having an 
unfair advantage or weakness.

And I, for one, can understand the post-conviction 
limitations put on appeals by LB 137 (2011). But I can’t stop 
thinking that a bicameral form of legislature would have at least 
some senators understanding and trying to do something about 
the hundreds of inmates who are in prison because their less- 
than-desirable public defenders chose appellant strategies 
which raised a lot less than all the potential issues on appeal.

What is supposedly better about legislation from a 
unicameral government? I think nothing at all, for who would 
want to be the oddballs going against the rest of the bunch? A 
forty-five to nothing vote on something isn’t necessarily good 
government. It more likely means a lack of independent think
ing.

Richard G. Zlomke 59545 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

The l-help sex offender program
I am a 57 year old sex-offender who has served 19 

years of a 30-65 year sentence for three sexual assaults in 1992. 
I’m writing to address the inadequacies of the current sex of
fender treatment program and the extraordinary power held by 
CSORT over the fate of sex-offenders, even more so than the 
Parole Board.

In an article by Paul Hammel, published in the Omaha 
World Herald on June 19, 2011, and titled “Nebraska’s efforts 
to alleviate prison overcrowding fall short,” Mr. Hammel states 
that a 2002 U.S. Dept, of Justice study found that the recidivism 
rate for sex offenders was 5.3% within three years of release; 
the period of time that an offender of any sort is likely to reof

fend.
I personally have been parole eligible since 

April of 2007. I haven’t had a misconduct report in years and 
have received excellent marks from my work assignment. 
None of this seems to matter because I’m a sex-offender.

On December 15, 2010 I was finally transferred to the 
Lincoln Correctional Center, home of the Ihelp program, to 
participate in it. The treatment is mandated by Neb. Rev. Stat. 
29-2928 (3) to be provided two and a half years prior to my 
parole eligibility. My arrival here at the Lincoln Correctional 
Center was some six years beyond the statutorily mandated 
time frame.

The Ihelp program is divided into two phases. Phase 2 
is where the actual “projects” required to complete the program 
are accomplished and presented. Phase 1 appears to be more 
about group etiquette—much like being in the lobby waiting to 
get into phase 2.

The nine hours of treatment that I’ve had in eight 
months do not even actually count towards the completion of 
the program as it is not until phase 2 that you can begin the 
work required to finish this program. The length of time spent 
in phase 1 varies enormously from inmate to inmate and seems 
to me to be an arbitrary and capricious decision made by the 
treatment team.

The problem this creates is that it ends up taking a 
minimum of three years to complete a program that would take 
ten months at the Lincoln Regional Center. This prevents me 
from being parole eligible, and keeps all the other sex-offenders 
who are waiting in the wings to get into the program from par
ticipating. Not to mention all the people who have completed 
the program and are still living on the unit taking up valuable 
bed space that should be utilized to treat more people.

All this because 5.3% of sex-offenders may reoffend. 
By comparison, a man I was in Douglas County Jail with in 
1992 was given the exact same sentence 1 received, 30 to 65 
years, but his was for killing someone. He has been released 
from prison on parole.

When you are a sex offender, CSORT actually has 
more authority than the parole board in determining who is pa
roled. In order for me to be paroled, I must have the approval 
of the treatment team, then the parole board, and then and ulti
mately, CSORT.

My crimes committed in 1992 actually predate all of 
these new governmental safeguards which have been put in 
place because 5.3% of sex offenders may reoffend. I can only 
imagine what all of this is costing the good citizens of the state 
who have been induced by fear mongering from political plat
forms into believing that sex offenders are incapable of reform
ing themselves.

Kenneth Sorenson 44678 
Lincoln Correctional Center

Remove obstacle to allowing inmate travel to 
funerals

Please consider introducing legislation that would take 
the escorted travel of inmates to funerals out of the hands of the 
Department of Correctional Services, by authorizing the De
partment to contract with private bonded security services, to 
provide, on a case-bv-case basis, the escorting of inmates to 
funerals of their immediate family members. AH costs of the



funeral travel order would be paid by the inmate. Offering the 
option of private “armed” security specialists to provide the 
escorted travel of inmates to funerals would resolve Director 
Robert Houston’s safety concerns for members of the public 
and especially his “unarmed” correctional staff.
(Ed. Note: The above is an excerpt from a letter sent to several state sena
tors, Governor Heineman and NCJR, by David Ditter 32547, an inmate at 
theTecumseh State Correctional Institution.

Let the old and helpless go
Why are tax payers being kept in the dark about the 

wasted tax dollars they are paying to keep helpless old men and 
women locked up? There are some harmless old souls in these 
places, doing life sentences. Kick them out. They are too old 
and feeble to commit any more crimes.

Damon Picotte 54675
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

The graying of Tecumseh prisoners
The proportion of prisoners in the Tecumseh State 

Correctional Institution who are elderly is rapidly increasing. I 
talk with a lot of them. The first thing they talk about is health 
care concerns. They need preventive health care programs 
which, if not provided, could be a source of substantial litiga
tion costs for Tecumseh administrators.

They suffer from depression and have different nutri
tional needs. Special diets are needed. In addition, growing old 
in prison means having to avoid exploitation and violence by 
younger inmates. Isolation from relatives and friends take their 
toll, as do fear of death, hopelessness and inability to cope 
when released.

Health care costs increase significantly from hyperten
sion, diabetes, stroke, cancer, emphysema, glasses, dentures, 
kidney dialysis and heart surgery. This is just to name a few.

Congress should change the Medicaid and Medicare 
rules so that Nebraska correctional facilities can receive federal 
funds to help cover the costs of providing health care to eligible 
persons in prison. Until Congress acts, Nebraska should ensure 
that benefits are available to people immediately upon release.

Executive clemency, including pardons, may become 
more frequent as government struggles with the problems of 
elderly inmates.

A steady increase in the number of elderly prisoners in 
Tecumseh has spawned a new kind of prison guard—one who 
helps your grandfather out of bed, ties his shoes, and sometimes 
even bathes, feeds and dresses him.

Think about it, and then take a stand.
Michael Ellington 67175
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Unproductive time in PC helps no one
1 want to write about inmates in protective custody 

(PC). There are many reasons why inmates are in PC. A lot of 
PC inmates can’t go to general population because of safety and 
because of guards and caseworkers. Many of these men really 
do want help. Some are even first time offenders. The ones 
who really want help should be easy to find. As far as I can 
see, the State owes help, in whatever form, to those who want 
and need it. For some, that might mean education; for others,

help for why they are in prison.
As a parent, I see a lot of unproductive time in PC. 

I’m not sure how this helps anyone. Is the incarceration not 
enough? Do we also need to stick them away and more or less 
forget about them? If we want the inmates to be productive 
members of society when they get out, we must help these men 
while they are in PC.

The day of most PC inmates is spent with one hour on 
the yard, 15 minutes for a shower, 15 minutes to clean their 
room, 1-1/12 hours to eat all three meals, 45 minutes for day 
room and 15 minutes for phone calls. They are not allowed to 
go to church. The rest of the day they are in lockdown with a 
cellmate that they may or may not get along with. There should 
be a guard at the showers, for this can be a dangerous time for 
any inmate.

I can’t help but see this as a big waste of some very 
good men who need to be given a second chance, and given the 
tools for it. Most are not career criminals, but people who have 
made a bad mistake. I don’t want to see repeat offenders, but I 
also don’t want to see men’s lives ruined. Let’s give these men 
a good chance by helping them while incarcerated.

My Dad always said that two wrongs don’t make a 
right. Let’s not punish these men twice. I don’t want this to be 
easy for them, but hy all means help them.

Also, why not classes for those who want to go on 
with their education? It is true that most can get help when it 
close to the time for them to get out—but for some that can be 
years. Whatever we do, lets at least get them out of their cells a 
lot more of the day.

Paul
Omaha Nebraska

Quoting Genesis 9:6 on death of the mur
derer

In the June issue of the NCJR was a letter from inmate 
Edward Lee, in which he compare a “judge” to a mafia boss, as 
it relates to the “death penalty.” Then he asks, “which one is 
right in God’s eyes?” A good question!

Instead of letting God answer, Edward answers for 
him, with “I say neither.” Then he refers to God’s law, refer
encing the commandment against murder. Mr. Lee ends his 
letter with the question, “when did we become so arrogant?” 
Another good question!

Man has a long history of arrogance when it pertains to 
God’s righteous instructions to us. Men think themselves right, 
yet, obviously, we are getting it wrong when we teach man’s 
commandments and neglect to teach God’s.

God clearly instructs that, if a man murders another, 
by man, the murderer’s life will be taken too. This goes back to 
Genesis 9:6 when God Himself said, “Who so sheddeth man’s 
blood, by man shall his blood be shed, for in the image of God 
made He man.”

This law of God, contrary to many church’s teaching, 
has not been annulled. It remains God’s instruction...and he 
authorizes men to carry out His command in righteousness.

Doug Wittmann 
Dodge, Nebraska
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ter. Advisory meetings are open to all who 
would like to provide input.

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.

Survey: Prisoner Concerns 
2011

1. What concerns do you have, if any, about your health and access to 
medical care in prison?

2. What concerns do you have, if any, about your personal safety in 
prison?

3. Which prison are you in?
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