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Inmate child support arrears, $86,000,000: a problem for both 
custodial spouses and returning ex-offenders
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

What can be done to ensure that spouses, custodial parents and dependent children receive more of the support due them, 
but also that citizens returning from prison are not overwhelmed by their accumulated debt and receive time and help to survive 
while they try to meet their obligations? The NCJR recently asked Nebraska Child Support Enforcement for figures on inmate 
child support arrears and received the information displayed in the chart on this page.

The custodial parents have a right to their unpaid child support. The State of Nebraska is, by law, entitled to be reimbursed 
for the benefit payments it makes to sustain custodial parents and children who qualify for assistance. But these obligations can be 
crushing to the debt-laden ex-offender. His paychecks, if he is even able to get a job, are garnished, his ability to get credit is nil, and 
he is frequently lacking transportation and a decent home. Child support payments may be next to impossible for an extended period 
of time. The $86,000,000 indebtedness needs to be addressed with creativity. The Legislature, the Corrections Department and 
Child Support Enforcement should work cooperatively to determine the best course of action for all concerned.

Inmates* with child support orders** and open child support enforcement cases with DHHS—2011***
NCJR thanks Nebraska Dept, of Health and Human Services, Child Support Enforcement, for the information below.

“Inmate” is defined as a per
son having, in the Child 
Support Enforcement 
Computer System, a 
Criminal/Institutionalized 
Status o f ‘Incarcerated,’
‘Institu tionalized ’ or 
‘Convicted’ with no Re
lease Dates or a Release 
Date after 12/31/2011.

** “Order” is defined as a 
Court Case with a Judg
ment Group/Guideline 
Group o f Child Support 
(CS), Spousal Support 
(SS), or Medical Reim
bursement (MR).

*** All number amounts are 
as o f Dec. 31, 2011.

****This number is different 
than number o f inmates 
with orders because some 
inmates have orders that 
have stopped but are still 
in arrears.

Descrigtion
Number of Child Support Orders tied to Inmates 5581
Number of Inmates with Child Support Orders 4062
Number of Male Inmates with Child Support Orders 3806
Number of Female Inmates with Child Support Orders 256
Number of Inmates with Multiple Child Support Orders 1026

Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation less than $100 1345
Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation $100 - $199.99 886
Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation $200 - $299.99 634
Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation $300 - $399.99 509
Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation $400 - $499.99 270
Number of Inmates with Total Monthly Obligation greather than or equal to $500.00 417

Average Monthly Obligation due per Inmate $232.21
Lowest Monthly Obligation due per Inmate $1.00
Highest Monthly Obligation due per Inmate $2,035.89

Number of Inmates owing Child Support Arrears**** 5,054
Total Amt of Arrears Owed by Inmates to Custodial Party $40,889,150.10
Total Amt of Interest Owed by Inmates to CP $14,021,230.69

Total Amt of Arrears Owed by Inmates to the State of Nebraska $19,396,560.50
Total Amt of Interest Owed by Inmates to the State of Nebraska $10,622,135.74

Total Amt of Arrears Owed by Inmates to another State $745,650.52
Total Amt of Interest Owed by Inmates to another State $502,424.59

Total Amt of Arrears owed by Inmates $61,031,361.12
Total Amt of Interest owed by Inmates $25,145,791.02

Note: Mr. Russ Reno, Public Information Officer at the Dept, of Health and Human Services, further clarified that HHS data is not a real time 
representation o f a person’s incarcerated or paroled status. Release information is not provided to Child Support Enforcement through an auto
mated means (like an interface with the Dept, o f Corrections). The numbers are not limited to any particular facility. Some could be in county 
jails in Nebraska or even in facilities outside o f Nebraska. Further, persons on parole are not included in these numbers.



A Prison Education Proposal

Introduction

Consider this an update of the proposed education pro
gram for college level, credit courses to be taught at select cor
rectional institutions in Nebraska. Currently, we are in conver
sation with Southeast Community College (SCC) and the De
partment of Corrections to begin a pilot educational program 
this year at the Nebraska State Penitentiary and perhaps the 
Lincoln Correctional Center. Faculty hired by SCC would 
teach courses in basic studies, such as English, History, the 
social sciences and math. Cost would be $25 or $50 per course 
per inmate.

Response from inmates to our inquiry about the need 
and desirability of the educational program has been positive, 
informative and helpful. We thank those who have responded. 
Excerpts from their letters are included in a separate article in 
this issue on page 8.

However, please do not consider this a done deal. We 
are optimistic, and things are moving along well, but we still 
need to secure adequate funding for the program and work out 
the practical details of selecting and screening participants and 
hiring of faculty.

If you (inmates, corrections staff, or interested readers) 
have further comments, please forward them to NCJR, do  
Prison Education, 1715 Izard St., Omaha, NE 68102.

John Krejci, Chair of Interchurch Ministries of
Nebraska’s Prison Committee

Background

There is good evidence that education in and after 
prison reduces recidivism. “What Works, Effective Recidivism 
Reduction and Risk-Focused Prevention Programs” (Colorado 
Division of Criminal Justice) shows that education and higher 
education have a significant impact in reducing recidivism. 
Since each prisoner costs about $28,000 per year, even a slight 
reduction in recidivism would pay for the education.

In the future, the need for post-secondary education 
will be even greater. President Obama and others have argued 
the necessity, in the near future, that one have post-secondary 
education to get a job; prisoners who cannot get a job will re
turn to dealing or other alternatives that will land them back in 
the correctional system.

Unfortunately, congressional removal of Pell grants 
from support for prison higher education in 1994 leaves higher 
education with no resources for teaching prisoners in Nebraska, 
and the legislature, given the budgetary battles of recent years, 
may not immediately wish to fund this kind of program. We 
also know that, absent state funding, postsecondary prison edu

cation generally does not succeed (see “Bridging Learning from 
Incarceration to the Community,” by Jeanne Contardo and Mi
chelle Tolbert). However, we believe that several examples of 
preliminary prison programs do exist, and could persuade the 
state of Nebraska to develop funding after a pilot trial effort, 
supported by foundation or private funding, with Interchurch 
Ministries of Nebraska (IMN) or hired teachers, and with the 
cooperation of a college and the correctional authorities.

One of the examples of colleges that are teaching in 
prison at no cost, and existing on a fragile basis, is the Donnelly 
College program in nearby Kansas, at the Lansing facility. An
other is the prison University Project, a 501 © 3 non-profit or
ganization which supports the College Program at the San 
Quentin State Prison. This is an associate’s degree program 
that is the only on-site college program in any prison in the 
state of California. Courses are taught by volunteers, most of 
them graduate students, instructors and faculty members from 
San Francisco Bay area colleges and universities. The degrees 
are awarded by Patten University.

Some funded systems exist. Over the years, North 
Carolina’s Community College system (CCS) and the Depart
ment of Corrections (DOC) have collaborated to provide PSCE 
to roughly a third of the state’s 36,000 inmates annually. This 
partnership was created by legislative decree in 1987 and fur
ther refined by a 1993 General Assembly mandate assigning 
responsibility for the design of PSCE to the North Carolina 
State Board of Community Colleges, the governing authority 
for CCS. It appears that this program is funded by the North 
Carolina Correctional System, and that most of the program is 
taught by the community colleges or the University of North 
Carolina-Charlotte.

In Texas, the State Department of Education has 
funded the Windham School District in Texas to teach voca
tional courses at the college level, and a state legislative effort 
to cut the program entirely was successfully resisted and led to 
only 25% cuts for 2012. (Cf. the U.S. Department of Educa
tion’s Partnerships Between Community Colleges and Prisons: 
Providing Workforce Education and Training to Reduce Recidi
vism.)

In thinking about these programs, we realize that any 
program that succeeds would probably have to observe the host 
college’s curriculum, use the same or similar textbooks, and 
conform to the college’s standards in all respects. Since the 
Nebraska Penitentiary is set up for high school level vocational 
courses but not for college ones, the in-prison college courses 
would probably need to be general education ones and the vo
cational courses reserved for aftercare. We do have interest on 
the part of Robert Peterson’s construction effort to achieve col
lege credit for the kind of training that his group offers, but we 
do not know how the community colleges regard his program.

Originally, we proposed finding volunteer teachers. 
For all-volunteer teaching, we thought that the IMN Prison



Committee would recruit possible teachers and seek approval 
for them and their courses from the sponsoring college. For 
vocational courses, the community college and aftercare groups 
would have to cooperate with counseling, testing, mentoring, 
and on courses to be paid for, if necessary, by student loans.

It is unclear to us whether LB 1079, now on select file 
in the legislature, would assist in the vocational part of any pro
gram. Obviously, the correctional staff, the sponsoring college, 
IMN, and perhaps some committee within the legislature, 
would develop an evaluation program to determine the feasibil
ity of state funding in three years. However, though this plan 
may be viable, after consultation with Southeast Community 
College, we believe that a better route may exist.

We now believe that we should try to use teachers 
hired by Southeast Community College, and then recruit stu
dents in their post-Pen period for the vocations courses by send
ing counselors to the Lincoln Correctional Center and the major 
aftercare facilities.

Some persons at Southeast Community College in 
positions of authority have proposed that we teach eight courses 
in the core areas at $2000 per course on a grant basis. SCC 
instructors would be hired, and paid $2000 per course. As part 
of the grant effort, Southeast would forgive the two thirds that 
comes from property tax and state aid and the grant would pro
vide the tuition. The $20,000 that we propose to raise through a 
grant would pay for eight courses and get the inmates well on 
the way to a two year degree. The additional $4000 would go 
to incidental fees and penitentiary and prison costs to mount the 
program. A $25.00 registration fee would be charged prisoners 
and counselors would go to the Lincoln Correctional Center and 
the aftercare places to help plan vocational directions.

The program would be evaluated with the notion that 
sustainable funding could be obtained. Recognizing that the 
recidivism rate for prisoners with post-secondary training is 
about one fifth what it is for prisoners without post-secondary 
education, we feel that sustainable funding could be found, and 
we would work at this within our powers and competence.

Preliminary Proposal

We, the Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska Prison 
Committee, propose that we begin this project through an as
sessment of the need for a post-secondary education project in 
the Nebraska State Penitentiary and related aftercare facilities. 
We would do a quick survey of the research and also do sur
veys of officials in the correctional system, parole officers, and 
other interested parties, and examine what sorts of education 
would be most likely to pay off in the form of available jobs, 
reductions in recidivism and improved morale in and after 
prison.

We would propose a grant for about $20,000 for each 
of three years to pay for necessary costs of eight courses in the 
general education area, English, History, Mathematics and So
cial Science (budget to be spelled out in the full proposal). The 
candidates for the courses would be nominated by the DOC,

and it would provide screening, facilities, logistics help and the 
like to support the program. Any entrance testing would be 
done by the host college. SECC would hire eight instructors for 
the courses at $2000 per course as described above. The grant 
would pay for fees and coordinating costs at the college.

Part of the project would be to develop an informal 
assessment system that would look at the academic progress of 
the candidates, at their progression toward available jobs, and at 
the likelihood of recidivism. This information would be shared 
with the college, DOC, the foundation; and concerned funders.

Crime Victim’s Reparations Update
By Bruce Ayers, Chief, Budget and Accounting Division of the Nebraska 
Crime Commission.

As a result of legislation passed by the Nebraska Leg
islature in 2010, the Crime Commission is now able to budget 
more funds for the Crime Victim’s Reparations Program. The 
annual budget is now nearly $300,000—which allows us to 
assist many more crime victims each year.

History: Nebraska’s Crime Victim’s Reparations (CVR) pro
gram was established in 1978. All states and the District of 
Columbia have similar programs. The CVR program pays 
uninsured medical bills or funeral costs for innocent victims of 
violent crime. CVR is the payer of last resort and only pays if 
health insurance is not adequate to pay all the medical bills re
lated to the crime. The maximum amount allowed per claim is 
$ 10,000.

Purpose: Victims are a neglected part of the criminal justice 
system. They provide evidence and testimony which allows 
law enforcement to apprehend and prosecute the criminal. 
Restorative justice begins with healing the victim and the CVR 
program, in a small but important way, can alleviate some of 
the financial burdens suffered by crime victims.

Who is eligible? Innocent victims who suffer physical injuries 
as a result of a crime are eligible. Property losses are not cov
ered. Victims of these crimes are currently eligible: Homi
cide, Sexual Assault, Felony Assault, Child Abuse, Robbery, 
Domestic Violence, Arson, DUI, and Kidnaping.

Update: Beginning July 1, 2011 we added felony assault vic
tims to the list of crimes we will consider for payment. These 
are the most violent of the assault claims. We previously only 
paid for domestic violence assaults. We still do not have 
enough funds to pay for simple assault victims. The difference 
between simple assaults and felony assaults is the severity of 
injuries to the victim. With the addition of felony assault 
crimes, we expect to be able to assist many more victims each 
year and still stay within our budgeted funds.

Questions regarding the Crime Victim’s Reparations 
program can be directed to the Crime Commission at 402-471- 
2828 or refer to our website at www.ncc.state.ne.us.

Read the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
online at www.holyfamilyomaha.org

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


Nebraska is not Minnesota in regard 
to civil commitment of sex offenders
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

The April, 2012 issue of the Cure Civil Commitment 
Newsletter, carried an article by Chris Krych, entitled “Funded 
by Minnesota Taxpayers.” Krych wrote that Minnesota’s Sex 
Offender Treatment Program (MSOP) has been constantly add
ing new patients but none are being released. In 2009, a new 
building with 200 double-bunked cells was opened. He quoted 
an Office of Legislative Auditors 2011 report that said MSOP 
hasn’t released anyone and the hospital would run out of beds 
in 2013.

Mr. Krych’s report prompted this Editor to ask for 
tours of the Lincoln Regional Center and the Norfolk Regional 
Center where Nebraska’s civilly committed sex offenders are 
housed and engaged in a treatment program. I wanted to see 
whether Nebraska’s program, too, leads to unending confine
ment as appears to be the case in Minnesota.. Permission for 
the tours was readily given and led by Dr. Shannon Black, 
Clinical Director at the Lincoln facility and by TyLynne Bauer, 
Facility Operations Officer at the Norfolk Center.

The razor wire around the 
facilities gives one the impression 
that these facilities are prisons, and 
one cannot help but remember that 
some within the facilities don’t want 
to be there and may question the 
constitutionality of their civil com
mitment. Once inside, however, the 
activity, movement, and atmosphere 
is more like that of a mental health 
facility, with licensed, professional 
staff busily conducting a treatment 
program.

In 2006, the Nebraska Legislature adopted the “Sex 
Offender Commitment Act.” Its purpose was to provide for the 
court-ordered treatment of sex offenders who completed their 
sentences but continued to pose a threat of harm to others. That 
Act provided for the civil commitment of dangerous sex offend
ers and the procedures it called for mirrored the current Mental 
Health Commitment Act.

One of my concerns was to know whether patients 
under civil commitment in Nebraska's sex offender treatment 
program can move through the program toward eventual re
lease. That does indeed appear to be what is happening. Ac
cording to figures supplied by Dr. Black, the Lincoln Regional 
Center discharged fourteen to the community in 2009; eleven in 
2010 and eighteen in 2011. Seven who had not yet finished 
their sentences were discharged back to prison in those years.

Ms. Bauer, at the Norfolk facility, stated that 94 Sex 
Offender Commitment Act patients have been received there 
since July 1, 2006 when the Act took effect. Fifty-nine of them 
have been transferred to the Lincoln Regional Center after pro
gressing through the initial stage of treatment in Norfolk. In 
Lincoln, patients are required to achieve a number of progress

levels before transition to the community. The Lincoln Re
gional Center currently has seven transition patients working in 
the community with seven others looking for employment.

The current census at the Norfolk facility is 75 and in 
Lincoln, 80. Dr. Black acknowledged that some have been at 
the Lincoln Regional Center for a long time, the earliest admis
sion date being August of 1990. Seven were admitted some
time in the 90’s and remain, due to their risk, although a couple 
of them have been making progress and will hopefully be able 
to be discharged at some point in the not too distant future.

The tours helped reassure me. In spite of some pa
tients’ doubts about its constitutionality and distasteful as impo
sition of treatment must seem, civil commitment does provide 
them a program which leads, in stages to release and not perma
nent confinement, one which gives them a chance to avoid fu
ture prison time and return successfully to the community. My 
wife, Mary Ann, who accompanied me on the tours told me that 
she received similar reassurance.

The Norfolk Regional Center, past and present

Dr. Black, Lincoln 
Resional Center



WHERE DOES THE ‘REAL’ SOLUTION 
TO MASS INCARCERATION LIE?
By Teela A. Mickles, Founder/CEO 
of Compassion In Action Inc.

The ministry and organization of Compassion In Ac
tion (CIA) is well known to many individuals who have served 
prison sentences in the state of Nebraska over the past 30 years. 
The foundation of CIA began with chapel services at the Ne
braska Correctional Center for Women in York, NE in 1983. 
From that encounter, the director also conducted chapel ser
vices at the Youth Rehabilitation & Treatment Center in Ge
neva, NE for 10 years and then for 6 years at the Nebraska State 
Penitentiary for Men in Lincoln, NE.

The experience led to the development and implemen
tation of the organization which was initially funded by the 
Family Support Group through the University of Nebraska in 
Omaha and Experience Education Inc., in 1994. CIA became 
incorporated in 1999 and opened a home to provide transitional 
living for women in 2000. In 2005, CIA expanded services to 
men in partnership with the Nebraska Department of Correc
tional Services, to provide Pre-Release Education/Reentry 
Preparation for the men and women selected to participate in 
their Serious and Violent Offender Reentry Initiative 
(SAVORI). Since that time, CIA has developed partnerships 
and network collaboration with a variety of commu
nity agencies, ministries, universities, civic and state 
leaders and like minded individuals committed to 
serving the population o f ‘returning citizens’

The power and uniqueness of this organiza
tion is based on the philosophy of personal worth and 
self validation emphasized toward the precious peo
ple we serve. As a faith based organization, we are 
not limited to time frames or traditional approaches but em
brace the entire person as a valued individual, unique in his or 
her own personal being with endless potential, created by God. 
The most recent extension of services to persons incarcerated 
has been to young men serving time at the Nebraska Correc
tional Youth Facility in Omaha, NE and also back to YRTC for 
young girls in Geneva, NE. That’s where the rationale for this 
article really begins.

With an understanding of the woes and failures of our 
judicial and legislative system, my concern has always been to 
get to the core of the matter and work on a resolution, rather 
than continue to walk in the sewage waste of a fallen society. 
So, how do you eat an elephant? One bite at a time. Our chil
dren are suffering at a very high rate, committing more violent 
crimes at younger ages and could care less about ‘mass incar
ceration.’ Now, I’m hearing “Old G’s” talking about being 
‘victims’ of mass incarceration as well as ‘veterans’ of the war 
on drugs’. Give me a break! When does a person, especially a 
Black man, take responsibility for his own personal actions in 
this system, which affects Black people in the larger percent
age? How much has the Black man contributed to mass incar
ceration by his own actions and neglect of his responsibilities 
and being a negative role model for the young eyes watching 
him?

That’s right, I’m working with them right now, and it’s 
breaking my heart. You can call them ‘shorties’, you can call 
them ‘wanna he’s’ you can call them whatever trips your trig
ger. The bottom line is they were young, innocent, impression
able children just like those of you now serving prison sen
tences. They had dreams and needed someone to look up to 
and show them the way but they were led astray by wayward 
men, just like many of you were in your own childhood. Who 
is taking responsibility for their own poor choices and negative 
behavior that trapped these youth and forced them to become 
your personal contribution to mass incarceration? When you 
were dealing illegal drugs and now may be complaining about 
the sentence you got for it, what about the crime you committed 
against your own family and your own community? What 
about the sentence they are still serving because of you? How 
would legislative changes and the end to the war on drugs heal 
their broken hearts and wounded lives?

No Black man, who was ‘massively’ incarcerated for 
drug dealing, sold those drugs to middle class White business
men, ruining their families. You were selling dream blowing, 
mind altering, personality distorting, life destroying poison to 
poor Black people. Why? Whose daughter was turned into a 
prostitute because her boyfriend pimped her out to pay for the 
product you sold? Whose children are still addicted and doing 
criminal acts to keep up with the dope dealer and all the de
mands that warrant a drug addiction? How many lives have 

been lost, from Black on Black crime and acts of vio
lence resulting from your influence? How many genera
tions have been affected and forced to remain in the 
bondages of social injustices and the entrapment of pov
erty because of you? No judgment here, men, just food 
for thought, so think about it.

If I sound passionately upset it’s because I am. 
Now that I’m working with these young men and see their faces 
and look into their eyes for a glimmer of hope, I am upset. 
Still, too many Black men won’t bite the bullet and see that the 
light at the end of the tunnel depends upon them as individuals. 
The man who commits himself to family and marries a woman 
instead of having a stable of “baby’s mommas”, where is he? 
Where is the man who realizes that little, innocent eyes are 
upon him, waiting to grow up and be just like him, watching 
every move he makes, right or wrong? Women can truly teach 
our children, but God made men to lead them. Where are you 
leading them?

You are the solution to “mass incarceration” and
you can make a difference with your everyday personal choices 
in life, no matter where you are currently residing. You can 
turn this thing around right in your own area of influence, as 
soon as the excuses stop, the accountability starts and responsi
ble, positive choices are made. You, Black Man, have the 
power to make the change and turn the concept of ‘mass incar
ceration’ to mass emancipation. What are you waiting for?

The deadline for submission of letters, 
opinion articles and news items for the September 

issue is September 1st. !

Who is taking 
r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  
fo r  their own 
p o o r  choices  
an d  negative  
behavior?



N E W S  and M I S C E L L A N E O U S
By Mel Beckman

Sentencing Project surveys Nebraska’s juve
nile life-without-parole inmates

In March of this year, the Sentencing Project published 
The Lives of Juvenile Lifers: Findings from a National Survey. 
A total of 1579 prisoners serving juvenile life without parole 
sentences responded to the survey, including 20 out of the 27 
Nebraska inmates sentenced as juveniles.

Ashley Nellis, Ph.D. summarized key findings of the 
survey and wrote that it demonstrated high rates o f socioeco
nomic disadvantage, extreme racial disparities in the imposi
tion o f these punishments, sentences frequently imposed with
out judicial discretion, and counterproductive corrections 
policies that thwart efforts at rehabilitation.

Ms. Nellis extracted some specifically Nebraska find
ings for the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review:

• 10 of the 20 Nebraska respondents were minorities.
• 6 of the 20 lived in public housing.
• 12 were exposed to physical abuse.
• 6 were exposed to sexual abuse.
• 12 witnessed violence at home.
• 12 experienced a violent victimization in the community.
• 6 saw violence in the community at least once a week.
• 9 reported drugs sold openly in the neighborhood.
• 11 considered the neighborhood not safe from crime.
• 11 had a family member or close relative in prison.
• 9 were attending school at the time of offense.
• 18 had White victims.
• 17 had court-appointed attorneys.
• 16 reported weekly phone calls with family, 3 never.
• 7 reported weekly visits with family
• 13 reported monthly or less visits with family.
• 13 reported weekly letters. 7 monthly or less.

The Sentencing Project can be contacted at 1705 DeSales St., N.W. 
8th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20036. Phone: 202-628-0871. E-mail: 
www.sentencingproject.org.

NCVC hears story of Christine Tuttle, family 
member of murder victim in Norfolk

The Nebraska Coalition for the Victims of Crime 
(NCVC) held its annual Crime Victim’s Rights Awards Lunch
eon on May 4th, at the Governor’s mansion, and heard Chris
tine Tuttle, daughter of the lone customer murdered at the U.S. 
Bank in Norfolk some years ago. She spoke of overcoming 
personal tragedy to become a survivor and an advocate for im
provement of the juvenile justice system and the treatment of 
crime victims.

The Coalition is devoted to upholding and advancing 
the rights of crime victims in Nebraska.

Several awards were given at the luncheon, including; 
a “Public Policy” award to Senator Pete Pirsch of Omaha, an 
“Allied Professional” award to Investigator Monte McNeil of 
the North Platte Police Department; a “Victim Advocacy Pro
gram” award to the TiWahe Service Unit of the Santee Sioux

Nation, Niobrara; a “Victim Advocate of the Year” award to 
Lindsey Rehtmeyer of the Douglas County Victim/Witness 
Unit, and a “Volunteer Victim Advocate” award to Lynette 
Cullen of the Douglas County Victim/Witness Unit.

NCVC can be contacted at P.O. Box 83412, Lincoln 
NE 68501. Phone: 1-800-944-6282. Blog: http:// 
nebraskacoalitionforvictimsofcrime.typepad.com/

Bikers Against Child Abuse
According to a B.A.C.A. informational brochure sup

plied by a reader, Bikers Against Child Abuse exists with the 
intent to create a safer environment for abused children. They 
are a body of bikers empowering children to not feel afraid of 
the world in which they live. They work in conjunction with 
local and state officials who are already in place to protect chil
dren. They do not condone the use of violence or physical 
force in any manner, but, if circumstances arise such that they 
are the only obstacle preventing a child from further abuse, they 
stand ready to be that obstacle. The Eastern Nebraska Chapter 
of B.A.C.A. can be contacted at P.O. Box 6275, Omaha NE 
68106. Phone:402-706-6415.

Plea negotiations and competent lawyering
According to a New York Times article on March 22, 

2012, entitled “Court: Right to an effective lawyer applies to 
plea deals,” the U.S. Supreme Court ruled recently that criminal 
defendants have a constitutional right to effective lawyers dur
ing plea negotiations. Because about 95 percent of criminal 
convictions arise from guilty pleas, the decisions represent a 
vast expansion of judicial supervision of the criminal justice 
system. The article quoted Justice Anthony Kennedy, who 
wrote for the majority: “Criminal justice today is for the most 
part a system of pleas, not a system of trials. The right to ade
quate assistance of counsel cannot be defined or enforced with
out taking account of the central role plea bargaining takes in 
securing convictions and determining sentences.”

One of the cases involved a man charged with driving 
without a license. A prosecutor had offered to let him plead 
guilty in exchange for a 90 day sentence. The man’s lawyer 
failed to tell his client about the offer. After it expired, the man 
pleaded guilty without a deal in place and a judge sentenced 
him to three years.

Voting booth not closed to ex-offenders
Nebraskans with felony convictions were once, for the 

most part, barred from ever voting again. Since 2005 and a 
change in state law, ex-felons can register to vote like anyone 
else, with no recourse to the Board of Pardons. They can regis
ter to vote when they have completed all terms of their sentence 
(i.e., incarceration, parole or probation) and have waited for two 
years since completing their sentence. A misdemeanor convic
tion does not affect one’s voting rights. Persons in jail for a 
misdemeanor may still vote.

http://www.sentencingproject.org


Employers nudged to give a closer look at 
job seekers with criminal records

According to an April 25th Associated Press release, 
the U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission has up
dated its policy on criminal background checks, as part of an 
effort to rein in practices that can limit job opportunities for 
minorities that have higher arrest and conviction rates than 
whites.

The changes appear to be in the form of “standards” 
and “recommendations,” not mandates. The new standards 
urge employers to give applicants a chance to explain past 
criminal misconduct before they are rejected outright. The 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission also recommends 
that employers stop asking about arrests on job applications. It 
says an arrest without a conviction is not generally an accept
able reason to deny employment.

While the guidance given to employers does not have 
the force of regulations, it sets a higher bar in explaining how 
businesses can avoid violating the law.

According to the press release, the guidelines are the 
first attempt since 1990 to update the Commission’s policy on 
criminal background checks. Current standards already require 
employers to consider the age and seriousness of an applicant’s 
conviction and its relationship to specific job openings. It also 
generally is illegal for employers to have a blanket ban based 
on criminal history.

Prison* populations in Nebraska as of May 
31,2012
Nebraska State Penitentiary in Lincoln 1214 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution 944 
Omaha Correctional Center 534 
Diagnostic and Evaluation Center in Lincoln 502 
Lincoln Correctional Center 496 
Community Corrections Center in Lincoln 357 
Nebraska Correctional Center for Women in York 246 
Community Corrections Center in Omaha 161 
Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility in Omaha 65 
Total number in prison: 4519
• An additional 98 minimum custody inmates are housed at 

the Work Ethic Camp in McCook.

Nebraska parole population
Regular sentence— 1342 
Interstate Transfers— 193 
Re-Entry Fulough— 118
The information above is from the May 31, 2012 monthly data sheet o f the 
Nebraska Dept, o f Correctional Services.

Committed Volunteers
are needed...to make a difference

There are over 50 people in prison on our waiting list, 
who wish to receive letters that could make a big difference in 
their lives. You could make that difference.

Crossover Prison Ministries/ Family & Friends of Inmates 
Crossover Correspondents 

Box 3184 Omaha NE 68103-0184 
402.453.9221 La Verne Belt

Children of incarcerated parents get a 
helping hand, but more hands needed
Editor’s Note: At the request of NCJR, Big Brothers, Big Sisters 
agreed to answer some questions in a "by mail” interview.

Question; What help is provided by Big Brothers/ 
Big Sisters to children of incarcerated parents?

Big Brothers Big Sisters matches children of an incar
cerated parent(s) with a professionally recruited, screened and 
trained adult. The child or “Little” and the adult or “Big” are 
matched based on shared interests and experiences. This 
matching process helps to ensure the Big and Little have com
mon ground to start forming their relationship. After they are 
introduced the Big and the Little get together 2-4 times per 
month to pursue activities they both enjoy. Big Brothers Big 
Sisters provides group activities for matches at least once a 
month and also distributes donated tickets to events to the Bigs 
and Littles.
A Match Support Specialist is in contact with the Big, Little 
and the parent/guardian on a monthly basis to ensure the rela
tionship is progressing positively.

The Big Brothers Big Sisters community-based men
toring model has been evaluated nationally, and annual statis
tics are reported locally. Having a Big Brother, Big Sister or 
Big Couple is proven to reduce a child’s involvement in risky 
behaviors, increase their academic engagement and perform
ance and improve their relationships with their family and 
friends. In 2011, one hundred children with one or more par
ent incarcerated had a Big through the Big Brothers Big Sisters 
program.

Question; Does Big Brothers/Big Sisters join with 
other agencies in this work?

Big Brothers Big Sisters partners with many organiza
tions including GOASA, the Juvenile Assessment Center, Ju
venile Probation, local schools and many other human services 
organizations who refer youth to our program.

Question; What kind of help from the commu
nity is needed?

Big Brothers Big Sisters is a donor and volunteer sup
ported organization. Individuals and businesses in the commu
nity can help by making financial contributions, volunteering, 
encouraging others to volunteer or allowing Big Brothers Big 
Sisters to speak at their business. There are currently 165 chil
dren in our community who are ready to be matched with a Big 
Brother, Big Sister or Big Couple. Anyone considering volun
teering can attend a no-commitment Information Session at the 
Big Brothers Big Sisters office.

Information Sessions are held weekly, a schedule of upcom
ing information sessions can be found online at 
bbbsomaha.org or contact Diane at 402. 505.3075.



Quotes from inmate responses to 
prison education proposal
By John Krejci

In the March issue of NCJR, we asked readers whether 
they had interest in college level, credit courses taught in 
prison. We asked also: What type of courses? Cost? Sugges
tions? And interest in pursuing college after release? It was 
gratifying to hear from about a dozen inmates, all of whom sup
port the idea and many who had excellent suggestions for the 
program. The proposal that we have written is in this issue, 
(pp. 2-3 ) and substantial progress has been made toward initiat
ing a pilot program. We will begin at NSP and perhaps LCC 
with plans to expand to other institutions in the future. Space 
limits the quotes reprinted here and our lack of seeking permis
sion excludes putting names with the quotes. But inmates, you 
know what you wrote!

A teacher’s aide from LCC stated, “I completely agree that 
more educational opportunities are needed especially 
college courses, but your article was not entirely accu
rate...” He pointed out that the restrictions outlined in 
a previous issue applied only to Federally funded pro
grams. (He is correct, NCJR erred. Type o f crime, 
years to release, age o f inmate will not exclude inmates 
from eligibility. DCS will determine eligibility.) He 
concludes his letter with, “The recidivism rate for in
mates who complete some type o f college degree is 
11%... compared to the national recidivism rate o f well 
above 50%.”

An inmate from LCC, who has an Associate Degree, was 
highly critical o f prison programming, citing the lack of 
educational opportunities. Regarding ESL and GED, he 
states, “Most o f the inmates there are only going be
cause they get $2.25 to go and they don’t have to do 
any work.” He contends “There needs, and there is a 
demand for the trade programs to be reinstituted into 
corrections.”

An inmate from NSP stated his frustrations in seeking educa
tion and then added, “I think job skills classes would be 
the most beneficial for most inmates. I see a lot o f peo
ple here for a short tim e...so I think associate degree , 
trade certification /license , and classes to teach inmates 
how to get jobs would be the most beneficial.”

A Tecumseh inmate rightly decried the qualifications re
quired for eligibility (NCJR made an error -  DCS will 
apply less stringent ones.), then he noted that $25 a 
course would be ‘̂ doable” for motivated inmates. He 
stated, “Trades would be a good start, with some core 
classes sprinkled in... Education and REAL rehabilita
tive programs are what is going to help keep offenders 
from coming back.”

A 60 year old inmate from LCC suggested, “Open college 
courses to all, offer some basic freshman-level classes 
on site...find a way to make it more affordable.” He 
suggested, “Any advice or guidance on programs to 
help defray cost of a college degree, or information on 
employers willing to hire ex-cons... would be most 
helpful.

An inmate from NSP stated, “Education in the trades (in 
addition to core courses) also needs to be returned to the

prisons.” Any courses on business operations and 
management which would enable an inmate to establish 
their own business upon release “ would be desirable.” 
Interestingly, he noted, “There needs to be more educa
tion about jobs programs that employers such as Kawa
saki can use to get an ex cons first wages reimbursed by 
the state up to $50,000.”

An inmate from Tecumseh who lists, “Architecture, Busi
ness administration, Computer science, Music, Interior 
Design, and Engineering,” notes that the most benefi
cial courses “would involve computers.” “Two year 
degrees in medical related fields.would be an excellent 
starting points” “The end (is) being gainfully em
ployed.”

A female inmate from York surveyed other inmates and 
found about a third interested, o f whom half would 
participate. She stated, “... a variety o f courses would 
benefit prisoners because education is key to striving 
forward. Personally I would benefit in taking basic 
courses such as English, Biology, Mathematics etc.” 
Also, “Career planning and guidance would be most 
helpful.”

Preliminary response of DCS to the 
administrative confinement study of 
October, 2011
By John Krejci

NCJR reported on the “Special Management Inmates 
and AC Report (Dec. 2011) and commended the Department of 
Correctional Services for carrying out that study. NCJR also 
offered some preliminary analysis of the study. The analysis 
raised questions regarding the process and criteria for placing 
inmates in A C. Were there factors in addition to the discretion 
of the warden that determined entrance into and exit from A C? 
And what were the programming opportunities? In follow up 
dialogue with Director Houston we learned that a team had 
been appointed to respond to the study and formulate new poli
cies and programs that would better address the situation. 
(NCJR March, 2012)

What follows is a short update on developments. A 
more complete article will appear in a later issue . The team 
has been studying a model to provide behavior-based steps to 
inmates to allow them to work themselves out of administrative 
confinement. In my understanding it is based on the Malcolm 
X Transformation Project that has already been implemented 
into DCS policies for inmate programming. The program takes 
a lesson from Stephen Covey’s “7 Habits of Highly Effective 
Persons.” If this is an accurate, if truncated, description of the 
effort, the results will greatly improve the “discretion of the 
warden” model. Even though one suspects that this model will 
not be abandoned, the accusation of arbitrariness will be less 
appropriate. Inmates will have some control of their fate.

It is encouraging to hear that the Department is re
sponding and that the study has not been put on a shelf to gather 
dust. Director Houston suggested that his staff would contrib
ute an article in a future NCJR, describing the progress of the 
team and outlining the specifics of the Transformation Project 
model. Stay tuned.



Community corrections and increased 
parole are focus of recent re-entry 
seminar
By John Krejci

The June 12th Re-Entry Seminar showcased the inten
sified focus by the Department of Correctional Services on 
community corrections, including faster and more inmate- 
friendly parole.

Two years ago, Director Houston reported to the Ne
braska Legislature that, in an effort to limit prison population, 
decrease costs, and avoid building any new prisons, the Depart
ment would step up its efforts to parole more inmates, while not 
compromising public safety. Like any new initiative, it has 
had its bumps and hiccups.

This seminar was designed to communicate to DCS 
staff that the Treatment Directors, the Case Managers, and the 
top Administrators were all on the same page. Community 
Corrections is the way to go. And the Re-Entry Furlough is an 
excellent tool to implement increased parole numbers. Every
one is on notice that all are to make efforts to prepare inmates 
for parole. Inmates begin their preparation for parole the day 
they enter the Diagnostic and Evaluation Center and get their 
first evaluation.

Programming requirements are being administered 
with a bit more flexibility. Low risk inmates will be less likely 
to be delayed a year or more for programming that is not avail
able at their institution. At least that is the message the panel 
members conveyed.

This will be evaluated on the basis of increased num
bers getting parole—and what the inmates themselves per
ceive. Of course the final arbiter of parole is the Parole Board, 
which can be a facilitator or an obstacle!

I see in the news that Rex Richards, Warden of the 
Lincoln Community Corrections Center has been appointed by 
the Governor to the Parole Board. He surely will experience 
conflicting pressures! It is hoped that he carries over his com
mitment to community corrections to the Board.

When the Community Corrections Council was dis
mantled over a year ago, one could only be pessimistic about 
the future of community corrections. Given that history, the 
focus of this seminar was encouraging. However, increased 
parole brings new challenges. Who will provide adequate sup
port and services to former inmates? They need housing, em
ployment, family support, psychological guidance to succeed. 
It was noted at the seminar that these resources are scarce. In 
addition the loose network of private agencies and aftercare 
groups is quite small and fragmented and their resources are 
very limited . Even the Department itself has finite resources! 
In addition, the perception and acceptance by the community of 
“ex-cons” is often not positive.

What is needed in any future solution are increased 
resources, more coordination, and intensive community educa
tion.

Caril Ann Fugate—teen lifer—found 
redemption after 18 years
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

The June 18, 2012 edition of the DesMoines Register 
carried an article by Richard Haws, entitled “Finding redemp
tion after 18 years.” The author recalled that the Nebraska 
Pardons Board, in 1973, commuted the life sentence of Caril 
Ann Fugate, the woman who, at age 14, accompanied Charlie 
Starkweather in a murder spree that terrified Nebraskans in 
1958.

The author recalled that Caril Ann made great pro
gress while in prison at York, and was even allowed, with light 
supervision, to go out of the prison to church in York, with the 
Governor’s approval. Haws wrote that one wouldn’t expect 
that a state which suffered the most brutal murder spree in its 
history would show compassion for any of the crime’s perpe
trators. But Nebraska did!

Other Caril Ann Fugates
Today, 26 men and women, other Caril Ann Fugates, 

remain in Nebraska prisons. All committed a murder or par
ticipated in some way in a murder while teenagers. Eight of 
them have already served 30 years or more. Undoubtedly 
there are some whose progress in prison have earned them a 
second look by the Board, just as in the case of Caril Ann 
Fugate.

On July 11th, the Pardons Board will meet to consider 
the applications for commutation of sentence of two of Ne
braska’s teen lifers, Justeen Williams (18 years served) and 
Rodney Stewart (37 years served). The Board may or may not 
agree to set hearings for them. Will today’s Pardons Board 
give any consideration to their youth at the time of their crimes 
and the progress they have made in prison? A report in the 
next issue of the NCJR.

The Pardons Board meeting on July 11th is at 1:00 
p.m. in the Governor’s Hearing Room at the State Capitol, 2nd 
Floor. Justeen and Rodney’s applications are listed as #79 and 
#80 on the agenda. Meetings are open to the public.

The Nebraska Pardons Board can be contacted by 
mail at P.O. Box 94754, Lincoln, NE 68509. A meeting 
agenda can be requested by e-mail: sfauver@dcs.state.ne.us. 
The phone number is 402-479-5726.

U.S. Supreme Court decision expected soon
The U.S. Supreme Court is currently considering the 

case of Jackson vs Hobbs, involving a 14 year Arkansas boy 
involved in a murder but not the triggerman, and also the case 
of Miller vs Alabama, involving a 14 year old boy convicted of 
intentional murder. The appeals to the Supreme Court are be
ing brought forward by the Equal Justice Initiative in Alabama 
(www.eji.org).

Meanwhile, Nebraska’s 26 teen lifers are waiting to 
see if the high court will make a decision allowing them some 
hope for eventual release, a hope which the State so far has 
refused to give them, either at the Legislature or through the 
Pardons Board.

mailto:sfauver@dcs.state.ne.us
http://www.eji.org
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A sentence adjustment for the elderly
The State of Nebraska could significantly reduce 

spending by culling low-risk geriatrics from overcrowded pris
ons, through an elderly sentence adjustment. As Herb Holter, 
co-founder of the National Center on Institutions and Alterna
tives recently said, “The states would be wise to consider a ver
sion of the recently-enacted federal law that requires the U.S. 
Attorney General to establish a pilot program to move elderly 
offenders to supervised home detention. The law recognizes 
research that shows people tend to ‘age out’ of crime.”

The taxpayers in Nebraska have been paying my room, 
board and medical expenses for the past 12 years. I know I 
have to pay for the crime I committed and the people I hurt. 
But who is “really” paying more now, me or you the taxpayer?

Dave Lubash, Lincoln

Acceptancelinclusion the better course
Thank you for the March NCJR article, “GLBT issues 

and the Department of Corrections.” All of us, whether “in” or 
“on the outside” definitely need to compare our attitudes on 
these issues with God’s command to love God and our sisters 
and brothers. In my view, each individual carries his/her per
sonal challenge to love (without exception) one another. Each 
of us misses the mark more or less. Circumstances can pull us 
away from the ideal to accept—not only tolerate—the differ
ences among us.

All of us would do well to pray over this matter. To 
show our good will, those in positions of power and authority 
as well as the rest of us “common folk” will seek out opportuni
ties to broaden our minds and hearts to always choose 
“inclusion” over “exclusion.” We all are able to recognize fair
ness or the lack of it.

There are many sources we can tap so we can truly 
understand ourselves and others who identify as gay, lesbian, 
bisexual and transgender.

(Fr.) Don Stortz, sometime presider for the
Holy Family Faith Community’s liturgy

Path of crime

Life’s about every nickel and dime.
You think I’m being fickle it’s fine 

but in a pickle and bind 
you can be who sniffles, but cry in’

knocks nothing off the list, 
so you’d better get busy.

I tried sitting makin’ a wish 
but that’s when it hit me.

If you don’t make it happen 
then it won’t come to pass.

A spot in the comer backed in 
is all you’ll ever have.

Six in the momin’ 
bills on the table.

You’d love to be snorin’ 
but you ain’t getting’ paid so

all that you’re able 
to do is watch

the news ‘cause you’re on cable 
holding onto a gloch.

You couldn’t go to family, 
couldn’t go to church 

but as hard as that can be 
look how hustlin’ hurts.

Hey yo shorty got a gun 
hoping to deposit some funds 

on the hottest o f runs, 
but soon as a rocket’s begun

it’s only a matter o f time 
before it’s burning out.

So if you’re walking the path o f crime 
you’d better turn about.

Shared by “Eternal”  (William Weekly). This poem appeared originally in 
Positive Power. 2012, a Crossover Prison Ministries publication

Abandoned structures Shared by Jerrold McLeod (one of Nebraska’s teen lifers, written after watching a PBS story on 
historic homes).

To what can I compare the plight of a juvenile sentenced to LWOP? (Life without parole). It is like a magnificent build
ing, razed quickly, removing all promise and purpose from this earth.

At one time it was filled with people dwelling in well-designed, beautiful rooms built to share ideas for the future. People 
admired the potential, commenting on its unique architecture and everyone praised its ability to make life easier. Until one day, a 
flaw was discovered. The flaw is a mistake. Perhaps not of its own fault, but by the workers who constructed it. Yet people aban
doned the building, believing it no longer served a useful purpose. And as the years pass by, people urge publicly and privately for 
someone to give it purpose while it crumbles, decays, gives way to rot and the walls crack. Being neglected further, it’s seen as an 
eyesore to the skyline and an opposition to progress. Yet, still people plead for restoration. But who will invest in this? It requires 
time and effort. It requires faith and hope. Something people have in the unseen!

Eventually the building is demolished; removed from the community permanently.

We are the structures that are unable to be reworked, renewed and restored. Every time you see an abandoned building in 
Omaha that serves no purpose to the community, think of us in that image. A person in prison is doing the same as the building— 
waiting to be destroyed. But what should we expect? People walk past someone needing help or something needing fixed fre
quently and are either unable or unwilling to help. How can a building without words, without a voice, without an owner convince 
you to save it? Especially when the flaw found was once harmful to others.



Results of the NCJR survey
May 2012

This Spring, several graduate social work students at 
UNO, under the guidance of their professor, Patty Carlson, 
conducted a readership survey for the NCJR. The survey 
sought to determine the extent to which it is read,s effective
ness in promoting understanding of the needs of offenders and 
victims, and its personal value to readers.

289 inmates received the survey, with a stamped, 
return-addressed envelope. 790 other readers received the 
survey with a return envelope which was not stamped. 138 
inmates (48%) returned the survey. 73 other readers (9%) 
returned it. The main results of the survey are given below.

• 99.3% of the inmate respondents said they read all or over 
half of the NCJR. 84.9% of the other respondents said 
they read all or over half of it.

• 99.3% of the inmate respondents said the NCJR increases 
understanding of the criminal justice system. 94.5% of 
the other respondents said the same.

• 89.1% of the inmate respondents said the NCJR increases 
understanding of victims’ needs. 74% of the other re
spondents said the same.

• 93.5% of the inmate respondents said the NCJR increases 
understanding of offenders’ needs. 93.2% of the other 
respondents said the same.

• 97.1% of the inmate respondents called the NCJR “very 
valuable” or “valuable.” 91.8% of the other respondents 
called the NCJR “very valuable” or “valuable.”

Holy Family Church thanks Dr. Carlson and the 
graduate students for conducting the survey and providing us a 
better idea of how the NCJR is being received by its readers.

Samples of reader comments

I would miss the informative topics if  it stopped publication.

What about the women? Many issues covered in the NCJR 
say nothing about the women’s prison in Nebraska.

Enjoy very much, very helpful. One o f the very few publica
tions that get both the victim’s and the offender’s perspective.

You give the inmates a voice that is really needed.

I recognize an issue familiar to me as an inmate that is preva
lent in the NCJR, but is not necessary to promote...Inmates 
complain a lot and it shows in the published letters and arti

cles. We need to remember that we are not the victims.

I thank you for accepting submissions that are o f a critical 
and political nature and that prison officials don 7 give you 

any guidelines as to what is published.

More pictures...graphics...pizzazz!

The NCJR is okay as it is. You do an awesome job.

There are some very positive things that happen within the 
system, but these are usually not featured.

As an ex-inmate, I always looked forward to receiving the 
next NCJR. I  still read NCJR fully. Keep up the quality 

work.

Inmates have virtually no voice. This helps.

I  think this is a very valuable gift to Nebraska. I especially 
appreciate John Krejci’s honesty and his courage. The NCJR 
is one o f the few places where honest expression is published. 

I  hope the publication can continue.

I congratulate all who are involved.

In past years I looked forward to receiving the NCJR and also 
donated annually to help defray costs. I have not done so for  
the past two years. Unfortunately, it appears that the NCJR 
has become a newsletter that caters to the needs, wants and 
complaints o f inmates. I  no longer see commentaries about 
victimization, positive comments from inmates or any other 

news-related items concerning crime and society as a whole.

My sentence is 26 years. I have been down for 8. Thank God 
for this publication.

I feel that the NCJR focuses on the same subjects repeatedly, 
youth life sentences, sex offender rehabilitation and rights. 

There are many more subjects that should be looked into.

Continue with what you are doing—maybe a little more em
phasis on victims’ needs and thoughts.

The only aspect o f the NCJR I don 7 like is the publication of 
letters in which inmates do little more than snivel. I would 
like to see the NCJR staff adopt a policy regarding inmate 

letters that would encourage inmates to not write such letters.

I think you guys do a good job, considering that you ’ve never 
been in prison.

Suggest topics in Spanish'

Keep up the great work. It is needed and appreciated. Continue to offer your readers unbiased and
informative articles

I would like to thank the NCJR for giving those o f us on the 
inside a sense o f hope...knowing people out there have not 

forgotten us and that we matter.
I have learned a lot and have also taught the caseworkers a 
few things from the NCJR. They read mine every time I 

receive it.
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A milestone for 
the NC

Issue #50

Publication of the Nebraska Criminal Justice 
Review was begun in February of 2000. Since then,
50 issues have been produced.

Financial support for the NCJR these past 
twelve and a half years has been given by the members 
of Holy Family Catholic Church and by occasional 
contributors from the wider community. If you like 
the NCJR, please become one of its financial support
ers. Contributions are needed.

Editor

Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
Advisory Meetings

Next meeting: Wed. Aug 8, 2012 
Holy Family Church,

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

Discuss criminal justice issues and topics for 
inclusion in the December issue of the newslet

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

Suprem e Court ru lin g ...mandatory sentencing 

of juveniles to life in prison for homicide, with
out possibility of parole, is unconstitutional!

News of the Court's decision came as this issue of the NCJR 
was on the way to the printer. Look fo r extensive coverage 
of the decision, and its implications, in the September issue.
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