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JLWOP sentences: are they fi
nally over? What now?
By Shakur Abdullah #30012, a prisoner serving a juvenile life with
out parole sentence at the Omaha Correctional Center.

On June 25, 2012, the United States Supreme Court 
ruled that mandatory juvenile life without parole (JLWOP) sen
tences in homicide cases are unconstitutional and in violation of 
the Eighth Amendment’s prohibition of ‘cruel and unusual pun
ishment.’ So ruled the high court in a 5-4 decision in Miller v. 
Alabama, 2012 U.S. Lexis 4873,132 S.Ct. 2455 (2012)

The Miller case was one of two JLWOP cases heard 
by the court involving two boys 14 years old at the time of their 
offenses, Evan Miller (from Alabama) and Kuntrell Jackson 
(from Arkansas). The decision will impact some 2,500 JLWOP 
prisoners across the country in 29 states. To date, nearly 30 
JLWOP cases will be affected by the decision in Nebraska.

(Continued on page two)

Fraud in sentencing minors
By Steven M. Jacob #41659, a prisoner serving a life sentence at 
the Nebraska State Penitentiary.

Many people believe that Nebraska is affected by the 
recent U.S. Supreme Court decision, that mandatory sentences 
of life imprisonment without parole eligibility for minors are 
unconstitutional. Before reacting to what seems like good 
news, Nebraskans should be suspicious and consider the “BIG 
LIE.” The BIG LIE is that a Nebraska sentence of life impris
onment for Class IA felonies, like first degree murder, are 
“without parole” eligibility until commuted. The truth is that 
no one in Nebraska has a legal sentence “without parole” eligi
bility.

In the March 2010 edition of the NCJR, I explained 
how Article IV, §13 of the Nebraska Constitution does not per
mit any sentence “without parole” eligibility (except for treason 
or impeachment) and how the Nebraska Supreme Court’s (Neb. 
S.Ct.) decision in Poindexter v, Houston 275 Neb 863 (2008) 
was erroneous, poorly reasoned, and beyond the Court’s juris
diction. No one has come forward to refute that argument.

In State v. Marrs, 272 Neb 573 (2006), the Nebr. S. 
Ct. was never asked to consider whether Neb. Rev. Stat. §83- 
192 conflicted with Article IV, §13 and the separation of pow
ers in our state. Since the Nebraska Constitution exclusively 
grants the Board of Parole the power to grant a parole to Mr. 
Marrs after his conviction and judgment (which is the sentence 
of a judicial branch court), how is it that the Board of Parole 
does not have the power to grant Mr. Marrs a parole until after 
the Executive branch Board of Pardons grants him a commuta
tion? The Marrs Court never even tries to explain how the Leg
islature can take away a power that is granted by the people in 
their Constitution.

(Continued on page three)

P r i s o n  Like the date of final parole, the
— . . .  starting date for the prison education pro-
tZ a U C d l lO n  gram keeps moving ahead. The target date 
Update now is January 2013 -  the Winter Quarter of 
By John Krejci, Southeast Community College.
Emeritus Prof, of
Sociology and Two courses are planned for each
Social Work _  , . r

quarter. The subject areas for the eight-
course program are yet to be determined. The good news is
that two local foundations have shown strong interest in the
program and a grant proposal has been written. Decision time
by the foundations is early November. Private donations have
also been secured. It is hoped that the next issue of the NCJR

(Continued on page four)

Nebraska inmates sentenced to life in 
prison for crimes prior to age 18

Name Admitted to prison
Luigi Grayer 1971
Patrick Russell 1974
Joseph McDonald 1975
Rodney Stewart 1975
Bernard Schaeffer 1977
Kelvin Anderson 1978
Juan Bradley 1981
Dwayne Tucker 1982
DaleNollen 1983
Sydney Thieszen 1988
Eric Ray McCain 1990
Christopher Garza 1991
Johnny Ray 1991
Terrance Johnson 1992 (Died, 2008)
Ahmad Jackson 1992
Jeremy Herman 1993 (Released, 2012)
Justeen Williams 1994
Darren McCracken 1994
Douglas Mantich 1994
Jerrold McLeod 1999
Daniel Jones 1999
Jeremy Gamer 1999
Earnest Jackson 2000
Jason Golka 2005
Jessica Reid 2007.
Trevelle Taylor 2010
Juan Castaneda 2010
Eric Ramirez 2010



J L W O P  s e n te n c e s  (continued from page 1)
The Miller decision followed two strands of precedent 

rulings on Eighth Amendment decisions related to juveniles, 
i.e., the juvenile death penalty Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S. 
551, 125 S.Ct. 1183, 161 L.Ed.2d. 1 (2005)) and JLWOP non
homicide cases (Graham v. Florida, 560 U .S.___, 130 S. Ct.
2011, 176 L.Ed.2d 825 (2010)).

Those precedent decisions set forth several major 
benchmark analyses: (1) that juveniles are typically less culpa
ble than adults, and (2) that a mandatory LWOP sentence for a 
juvenile is akin to the death penalty. So is the Miller decision 
the coup-de-gras for JLWOP sentences? The short, and some
what ambivalent answer to that question is: no. The court did 
not erect an outright ban or bar on life-without-parole sentences 
for juveniles.

The court’s decision limited 
JLWOP sentences to the extent that, 
standing alone, such a sentence is uncon
stitutional and violates the Eighth 
Amendment. Juveniles, those under 18 
years of age during the commission of 
their offense must be given the opportu
nity for parole. But what does that 
mean? The court left that to be decided 
by the 29 jurisdictions affected by the 
decision.

If no substantial and meaningful opportunity for parole 
is created by the states, JLWOP sentences will still be a death 
sentence. An opportunity for parole is just that, an opportunity. 
It does nothing to change ultimate/maximum sentence of life. 
If parole is never granted, the life sentence still equals a death 
sentence. All of which contravenes the decisions in Miller, 
Graham and Roper.

United States Supreme Court Justice Elena Kagan 
said, writing for the court’s majority:

“So Graham and Roper and our individualized 
sentencing cases alike teach that, in imposing a 
State’s harshest penalties, a sentencer misses too 
much if he treats every child as an adult.

To recap: mandatory life without parole 
for a juvenile precludes consideration of his 
chronological age and its hallmark features, among 
them, immaturity, impetuosity, and failure to ap
preciate risks and consequences. It prevents taking 
into account the family and home environment that 
surrounds him —and from which he cannot usually 
extricate himself—no matter how brutal or dys
functional.

It neglects the circumstances of the homi
cide offense, including the extent of his participa
tion in the conduct and the way familial and peer 
pressures may have affected him. Indeed, it ig
nores that he might have been charged and con
victed of a lesser offense if not for incompetentcies

associated with youth—for example, his inability to 
deal with police officers or prosecutors (including 
in a plea agreement) or his incapacity to assist his
own attorneys. See, e.g., Graham, 560 U.S., at__
(slip op., 27) (M[T]he features that distinguish ju\ 
niles from adults also put them at a significant dis
advantage in criminal proceedings”); J.D.B. v.
North Carolina, 564 U .S .___, (201 l)(slip op., at 5-
6) (discussing children’s responses to interroga
tion). And finally, this mandatory punishment 
disregards the possibility of rehabilitation even 
when the circumstances most suggest it.”

The clear meaning of what the majority opinion says, 
is that the entire criminal proceeding against a juvenile tried as 
an adult becomes tainted by youth. A criminal proceeding 
(arrest, trial, conviction and sentence) tainted in every aspect by 
the defendant’s youth calls into question every element in

volved, not just the sentence.

The 29 states affected by the Miller 
decision will now have to change their 
JLWOP sentencing laws. Efforts to change 
JLWOP sentences in Nebraska introduced by 
State Senator Brenda Council, Dist. #11, in 
the past have failed to pass in the Nebraska 
Legislature. Hopefully, the pending changes 
in Nebraska and other states will be substan
tial and meaningful.

There are some court remedies available and at lea^' 
four other possible alternatives to the current JLWOP senten 
premised on the Miller decision:

1. A flat term of years with parole eligibility.
2. a minimum term of years to a maximum term of years.
3. A minimum term of years to life.
4. A sentence commutation by a board of pardons or gover

nor.
The third alternative is the least favorable viewed in 

the overall understanding of the Miller decision. Such an alter
native would always carry with it the potential of a virtual death 
sentence if the maximum term (life) is imposed. If a minimum 
term is part of the sentence, it would create a parole eligibility 
date; however, the maximum term (life) would be controlling. 
Parole is never guaranteed unless specifically made a right and 
not a privilege.

The fourth alternative could be the same as the third 
alternative (minimum term to life). This is done through an 
executive action, not a legislative action. Of course, a board of 
pardons or governor could commute the sentence to a minimum 
term of years to a maximum term of years. But such was not 
the case in mid-July when Iowa Governor Terry Branstad com
muted, sua sponte (of one’s own accord) 38 JLWOP cases to a 
term of 60 years to life. Branstad took the path of contraven
tion of the Miller decision by ultimately resentencing 38 juve
nile lifers to a death sentence again.

Edgar Concepcion is the youngest Iowa juvenile lifer. 
He’ll be 74 years old when he becomes eligible for parole. 
Robert Winfrey is the oldest Iowa juvenile lifer. He’ll be 77

Mandatory life without parole for 
a juvenile precludes consideration 
of his chronological age and its 
hallmark features, among them, 
immaturity, impetuosity, and fail
ure to appreciate risks and conse
quences. Supreme Court Justice 

Elena Kagan



years old when he becomes eligible for parole. “Justice is a 
balance, and these commutations ensure that justice is balanced 
with punishment for those vicious crimes and taking into ac
count public safety,” Branstad said.

Neb.S.Ct. ruled that the Legislature didn’t repeal the old §28- 
105, so the words “without parole” were never in that statute. 
The statute books were merely printed incorrectly by the Revi
sor of Statutes, who, by the way, is also a lawyer.

Branstad said that these commutations would keep the 
juvenile lifers from being resentenced, possibly to more lenient 
sentences. At the time, it was unclear if Branstad’s attempt to 
violate the spirit and letter of the Miller decision would survive 
legal challenges that were sure to follow.

The first of those challenges occurred on August 28, 
2012 at the resentencing hearing of Jeffrey Ragland (one of the 
Iowa juvenile lifers commuted by Branstad. Two other Iowa 
juvenile lifers, Thomas Bennett and Christine Lockheart, had 
their sentences vacated before Branstad’s commutations. They 
await resentencing. No details are available on when that will 
happen.

Of interest with the Ragland case was how the juris
diction question would be resolved. The court determined that 
jurisdiction didn’t lie with the executive branch (the Governor). 
The court ruled that under Iowa law for Class A felonies, a ju 
venile under 18 years old is eligible for parole after serving 25 
years. Ragland, now 44, was resentenced to 25 years to life. 
Whether he’ll be paroled now falls to the Iowa Board of Parole.

In these specific cases, JLWOP, parole is warranted 
where the possibility of demonstrated rehabilitation has oc
curred. Miller, Graham and Roper all concur on this basic 
fact—juveniles should not be subject to adult treatment and 
punishment.

The near future will reveal what path each state will 
take in changing its JLWOP sentences and laws. A substantial 
and meaningful path in compliance with the Miller decision, or 
a path which simply contravenes Miller and maintains the cur
rent status quo of JLWOP sentences by another name or in 
some other fashion. Stay tuned...

Fraud (Continued from page one)

I assume the Neb.S.Ct. knows (1) that there is a consti
tutional separation of powers (Art. II, §1 of the Nebraska Con
stitution); and (2) that the Legislature cannot take away a power 
granted by the State Constitution to an Executive Branch Board 
of Parole. The Marrs Court may use the excuse that Mr. Marrs’ 
attorney didn’t say “Simon says” or didn’t argue how the sepa
ration of powers prevents the Legislature from creating sen
tences without parole eligibility. But the Neb.S.Ct. still has a 
duty to put the Constitution first. Putting an excuse before the 
Court’s duty is using people’s ignorance of the law to commit a 
baud in support of the BIG LIE.

Even lawyers in the Legislature have committed fraud 
in support of the BIG LIE. In 2011, LB 12 (written by Senator 
Wightman, a lawyer) claimed to remove the words “without 
parole” from the penalty for Class IA felonies found in Neb. 
Rev. Stat. §28-105. But wait; those words weren’t even in 
§28-105. In State v. Conover, 270 Neb 446, 452 (2005), the

Why did the BIG LIE start? Before 1972, people un
derstood lifers were eligible for parole without a commutation. 
In June of 1972, the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Furman 
v. Georgia. 408 U.S. 238 (1972)_invalidated many state’s capi
tal sentencing procedures, including Nebraska’s. As a result, 
many offenders sentenced by the Judicial branch to the ultimate 
punishment, had to be let off death row and given life sentences 
instead. The Judicial branch feared that those people could go 
to the federal court and force the 
Board to release them on pa
role— from death row to
(relative) freedom. Thus, the 
BIG LIE was started because 
doctors bury their mistakes and 
lawyers want to.

The Legislature should 
consider amending Ar
ticle IV, §13 of the 
Constitution.

Nebraskans should be watchful for another fraud in the 
next Legislative session. The bill to “correct” the sentencing of 
minors is likely to be a fraud to support the BIG LIE. The U.S. 
Supreme Court’s decision said minors cannot be given a 
“mandatory” sentence of life imprisonment without parole. The 
Legislature is likely to create a procedure which makes life sen
tences “without parole” available for minors rather than leaving 
it mandatory. But that will ignore the State Constitution’s ban 
on ANY sentences without parole eligibility.

The Legislature should do an interim study on the true 
meaning of Art. IV, §13 before they participate in another fraud 
in support of the BIG LIE. An honest study would reveal the 
truth about life sentences in Nebraska. Then the Legislature 
should force the Judicial branch to correct its errors.

The Legislature should consider amending Article IV, 
§13 (of the Nebraska Constitution) to add a sentence saying, 
“The Legislature may substitute a sentence of life imprisonment 
without parole eligibility for the death penalty.” This would let 
Nebraskans vote on creating a real sentence of life imprison
ment without parole eligibility and affirm that current life sen
tences for minors already include parole eligibility. In Ne
braska, the age of the offender should only be a factor for the 
Parole Board’s consideration for granting a parole. It should 
not be an excuse to take advantage of the public’s ignorance of 
the law and committing another fraud.

Please include the Nebraska Criminal 
Justice Review on your Fall or 
Christmas contribution list.

Your support is appreciated.



Prison education (Continued from page 1)

will reveal the location, the dates, the course titles, and other 
specifics of the courses.

As you know we are working in cooperation with 
Southeast Community College, the Department of Corrections, 
and Interchurch Ministries of Nebraska. Each institution has 
been gracious in accommodating and contributing their exper
tise to the planning. We are grateful for this.

We have had some concern expressed regarding the 
limitations of the program to the Lincoln correctional facilities. 
This concern, particularly that from the Nebraska Correctional 
Center for Women in York, has been taken seriously. We are 
investigating how the program can be expanded to include that 
facility as well as others.

We are thankful for the many ideas and suggestions in 
response to our request for input on the project, particularly 
from inmates. In the meantime, we invite any additional input 
from inmates, correctional staff and others to implement the 
program. Just send them to NCJR, c/o Holy Family Church, 
1715 Izard Street, Omaha NE 68102, with a “heads up” to the 
Prison Education Program.

Denying the vote to ex-felons in Iowa: 
A giant step backwards
By Jean Basinger, Iowa C.U.R.E.
(Citizens United for the Rehabilitation ofErrants)

In June of 2005 nearly one hundred human rights ac
tivists, members of the media ,and ex-felons and their families 
crowded into then Governor Vilsack’s conference room for an 
exciting press conference. Governor Vilsack announced that on 
July 4th he would sign Executive Order 42 which would restore 
the right to vote to thousands of convicted felons who had com
pleted their sentences, and were living in their communities as 
law abiding citizens. “This directive will provide the most 
important opportunity to those who need it most: the right to 
vote,” he said.

When Terry Branstad was once again elected to serve 
as Governor of Iowa, he made it clear that one of his first acts 
as Governor would be to cancel Executive Order 42. He vowed 
to sign his own executive order which would require everyone 
convicted of a felony to get approval from him if they wanted 
their right to vote restored. Under the new Order they must fill 
out a 31 page application, which is ironically called, 
“Streamlined Application for Restoration of Citizenship 
Rights” (Right to Vote and Hold Public Office). They must 
submit a criminal history, a CREDIT report and pay a $15 fee. 
They must have paid all their restitution. This can include eve
rything from the victim’s medical expenses to the fees for a 
court appointed lawyer.

The same organizations that had celebrated when Gov
ernor Vilsack moved Iowa forward by signing the order allow
ing ex-felons the right to vote, wrote a letter to Governor-elect 
Branstad urging him to retain Executive Order 42. They pointed

out how important the right to vote is in supporting the ex
felons reentry back into the community. They pointed out that 
the right to vote should never be based on a citizens ‘ability to 
pay bills or their credit report. They pointed out that this is a 
modem day poll tax.

Just hours after Branstad took office he rescinded Ex
ecutive Order 42. This has been followed by a number of other 
very harsh actions related to Iowans in the criminal justice sys
tem in Iowa. One can’t help but wonder just what the driving 
force is behind his actions which are so obviously acts of re
venge, and move us away from the building of a society based 
on justice and a belief in redemption

Editor’s Note: In March o f 2005, the Nebraska Legislature passed LB 53, 
allowing ex-felons who have completed their sentence and parole to register to 
vote after a two year waiting period, no longer requiring them to apply to the 
Board o f Pardons. LB 53 was opposed by the Governor and he vetoed it. 
However, his veto was over-ridden by the Legislature.

Volunteering at County Jail
By Dr. Kathleen Rettig, Creighton University

Eight years ago, I began volunteer teaching at the 
Douglas County Department of Corrections (DCDC). I have 
taught technical writing, creative writing, and Yoga. While I 
have taught on a college level for over 30 years, none of these 
classes are in my area of expertise. I facilitate the students in 
the jail to continue learning and bettering their lives after they 
leave this facility, some to join their communities on the out
side, others to serve more time.

Typical of service-learning, I have learned about a part 
of my neighborhood (the jail) I previously gave little thought. I 
have read and taught books by Samuel Walker, Michel Fou
cault, Jimmy Santiago Baca, Sister Helen Prejean, to name a 
few. But no textbook could give me an understanding of who is 
incarcerated like volunteering does. I leam from my students at 
the jail, one by one, why they are there, the length of their sen
tences, and the impact incarceration has on their families and 
communities. Reading about people never carries the impact in 
the same way as does talking to the people and reading their 
papers.

Barb Glaser, the director of the volunteer programs at 
DCDC, lets me know what classes are most needed. I and the 
other volunteers do our best to answer the need.

For years Barb talked about how much she would like 
a Yoga class for the men. She had read about the connections 
between anger management and Yoga. I had never taken Yoga, 
but an experienced, qualified Yoga teacher agreed to lead three, 
hour-long sessions at the jail. In order to continue this class, I 
started taking Yoga, fulfilling a decade-long desire I had left 
unfulfilled. I bought books and videos to supplement my 
classes. I wanted to use a video at the jail on the days the Yoga 
teacher could not attend. At least with a video, the incarcerated 
students would have a virtual teacher qualified to lead them. 
As I learned more about the Yoga routines and about ways to 
teach Yoga, I again had reinforced how volunteering most often 
benefits me more than it does the people I volunteer to help.



During most of my visits to the jail, I teach writing. I 
am comfortable in this area. But, part of service involves going 
out of my comfort zone. Rather than try to teach my field, I 
teach what is needed.

Two years ago, Barb Glaser gave me a list of classes 
she would like to add to the volunteer offerings. The classes 
she has yet to fill include: letter writing, critical movie viewing/ 
movie etiquette, respect/disrespect, keyboarding, decision mak
ing, attitude, nutrition, relaxation, meditation, art therapy. In
terested volunteers may call 402-599-2292 or email Bar- 
bara.ulaserffrdouglascounty-ne.gov if they have questions.

Having volunteered at the jail has changed my under
standing of my neighbors. I am pleased I can contribute a few 
lifelong learning skills to a group of people who would perhaps 
not otherwise have an opportunity to receive this education. 
The vast majority of the students I teach at the jail will one day 
be back in the community. I want to give them as many skills 
as I can to help them succeed. Enjoying the process in the bar
gain is a wonderful gift.

Adult Parole: the importance of notic
ing and recognizing successes
By Anne Hansen, Asst. Adult Parole Administrator

Adult Parole Administration (APA) is committed to 
recognizing the positive accomplishments of its parole officers 
and parolees. We know that when we focus on the good things 
we remind our staff of the positive impact they are having on 
Re-Entry Furlough (RFP) participants and parolees and we in- 
centivize continued positive life achievements of those we su
pervise.

A couple of years ago we added a component to our 
monthly reports to ensure our officers were looking at their 
successes...big and small. These "Success Stories" are shared 
with APA and NDCS administration as well as the parolees 
involved. For a while, the reporting of success stories in 
monthly reports focused only on the "big" successes. We were 
not accustomed to looking at the day-to-day successes of our 
parolees. We saw our jobs as assisting offenders in addressing 
risk factors and protecting the public.

Slowly over time our paradigm shifted and in this de
liberate effort to focus on positives, staff realized we should not 
only report the successes that were “big,” like one of our parol
ees being asked to travel to the White House to discuss a men
toring program with First Lady Michelle Obama, but also on 
what might have been seen as routine activities. For example, 
for some of our offenders, getting their first job ever definitely 
qi alifies as “big.” Or, being a legal driver with a driver’s li
cense; stay ing clean and sober for a week for a person who suf
fers from addiction and hasn’t seen more than 2 days of sobri
ety in the past 10 years.

Our officers looked forward to seeing what was hap
pening with their caseloads and with other officers' caseloads. 
We next asked staff to consider their own successes as well.

This allowed supervisors to learn so much more about the 
things Parole Officers do to help those they supervise.

I look forward to reading about the successes that hap
pen throughout APA each month. They are inspiring. During 
August 2012 a female parolee experiencing domestic violence 
turned to her parole officer for assistance and safe housing was 
found for her. The parolee now states she “feels a great weight 
has been lifted”.

Our goaL.to assist A discharging paro)ee who
those we supervise came out initially on RFP and was 
to live successfully then paroled discussed that RFP had 

really assisted him in being prepared 
for a smooth parole transition. He was grateful for those who 
approved him for RFP. The parole officer let the parolee know 
he was going to be her success story for August. The parolee 
was proud the parole officer considered him a success.

Another parolee was nominated by a parole officer to 
receive a refurbished car through Recycled Rides. One officer 
wrote about a parolee who has been on parole for two years, 
participated in his programming as required, had no violations, 
worked temporary'jobs and finally secured a job with good pay 
and benefits. The officer wrote, “While some may not consider 
him a success story' because he has not done anything out of the 
ordinary, this officer considers him a success specifically be
cause he has become ordinary.”

Ultimately, our goal is to assist those we supervise to 
live successfully. When that happens we all share and benefit

Nebraska Board of Parole has a new 
member.

The vacancy on the Board of Parole left by Bob 
Boozer’s death was filled recently. The new member is Mr. 
Rex Richard, formerly Warden at the Lincoln Community' Cor
rections Center. His six year term on the Board will end on 
September 9, 2018.

The other members of the five-member Board and the 
dates of their term expirations are:

Esther L. Casmer, Chair..................... 9-9-2013
James A. Pearson, Vice Chair.............9-9-2015
Miguel (Mike) A. Gomez..................... 9-9-2017
Rosalyn Cotton...................................... 9-9-2014

The Board members are appointed by the Governor to 
six-year terms with legislative approval. By law, Board mem
bers must be of good character and just temperament. At least 
one Board member must be a minority, and one must have a 
professional background in corrections. The Governor desig
nates one Board member as Chairperson.

Besides approving or deferring inmates for parole, the 
Board also gives non-binding advice to the Board of Pardons on 
the merits of any application for remission, respite, reprieve, 
pardon or commutation.

Editor’s Note: The information above is from the website o f the Parole 
Board: wm’w.parole, state, ne. us.



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

Drawing lessons available for inmates
If you have a family member or friend in prison, these 

lessons are here for you, completely free. You can download 
them and mail one lesson at a time to your loved one (each les
son is 3 pages and should meet prison mail requirements). We 
pray that these lessons can bring a sense of achievement and 
productivity to those who are in a dark place.

At the Center for Liturgical Art, we do more than just 
make liturgical art for churches. In everything we do, we try to 
spread the Gospel of Christ. We have been inspired by the faith 
of a young woman named Amelia, who is currently in prison in 
California. She asked us to teach her how to draw portraits, and 
we saw this as a ministry opportunity. We put together a set of 
fifteen drawing lessons that teach how to draw a human por
trait. Each lesson includes a devotion.

The website for accessing these lessons is at http:// 
www.liturgicalart.org/. Click on “Recent Projects” and you 
will see Prison Ministry Drawing Lessons that you click on to 
download the lessons. If you can help spread the word of these 
lessons or have suggestions for how to better reach family and 
friends of inmates who might be interested, please contact 
abbyjlange@gmail.com.

“He’s a human being. He has human rights”
These are the words of Ellen Bjercke, a spokeswoman 

for Ila (pronounced EE-luh) Prison, where 33 year old Anders 
Behring Breivik is being confined in Norway. Bjercke was 
explaining the extraordinary and expensive provisions being 
made in prison for Breivik, who last year killed 77 people in 
Norway, including many teens at the summer camp of the gov
erning Labor Party’s youth wing. The anti-Muslim militant 
testified that he was acting in defense of Norway by targeting 
the party he accused of betraying the country with liberal immi
gration policies. “This is about creating a humane prison re
gime,” she said. The above information is from an Associated 
Press story in the Aug. 24, 2012 Omaha World Herald.

Governor scolded for power grab
On July 16th this year, Iowa Governor Terry Branstad 

ordered minimum 60 year sentences for Iowa’s 38 inmates con
victed of murder when they were juveniles. His move sought to 
make sure that none of them would be released until in their
70’s.

Two days later, a DesMoines Register editorial called 
his action “a commutation in reverse.” The newspaper asked, 
“Who knew that being governor meant having the power to be 
judge, jury and sentencing court all in a single act.” The Gov
ernor's order was called “a pre-emptive move designed to pre
clude these 38 Iowa inmates from being considered for parole 
until they may be candidates for nursing homes.” The Register 
concluded by saying that “Branstad’s indiscriminate commuta
tion order violates the intent of the Supreme Court’s ruling. It’s 
legality is likely to be tested.”

Recent Nebraska correctional statistics
The following bits of information were contained in

the August 31, 2012 data sheet published by the Nebraska De
partment of Correctional Services:

• 11 inmates are sentenced to capital punishment.

• 231 inmates are sentenced to life without parole. 
(However, see page one of this issue for an article on 
“without parole” and the Nebraska Constitution.)

• 95 inmates are sentenced to life with parole.

• Total number of inmates is 4,496. 1179 are classified at 
the maximum custody level; 1096 are medium custody; 
1112 minimum custody; 631 community custody, and 478 
unclassified.

• 18.2% of the inmates in prison have a sex offense as their 
most serious offense; 14.1% have a drug offense as their 
most serious offense.

• In fiscal year 2011, the parole discharge success rate was 
88.4%. The parole discharge rate is determined by the 
number of parolees that completed and discharged from 
parole and did not recidivate within 3 years of their parole 
discharge rate.

• In fiscal year 2012, the average time on parole was 8.43 
months.

Recent national correctional statistics
The following bits of information were contained in 

the August 31, 2012 data sheet published by the Nebraska De
partment of Correctional Services. Their source is the Pew 
Center on the States, 2012:

• One in four of the world’s inmates is in a U.S. prison or 
jail. The United States’ prison and jail population is 
2,266,832. Thirty-six European countries with the largest 
inmate population have 1,797,750.

• $52 billion is the estimated 2011 total expenditure for state 
corrections (88% for prisons and 12% for probation and 
parole. One in nine corrections dollars is spent on commu
nity supervision of inmates.

• One in eight state employees works in corrections.

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
is online at www.holyfamilyomaha.org

under “publications.”
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Time to end virtual life sentences for teens?
The U.S. Supreme Court earlier this year ruled that 

teens under age 18 at the time they commit a murder may not 
receive a mandatory life sentence. Along with that, the justices 
explained that youth should not be considered as culpable as 
adults, nor should their capacity to reform be underestimated Is 
this, then, the time for courts to stop handing down sentences 
which would keep youth in prison about the same amount of 
time as a life sentence?

In the recent past, prior to the Supreme Court ruling, 
two local youth received virtual life sentences:
• On December 8, 2011, Bryton Gibbs received a sentence of 

100 years to 100 years for his part in the murder of a pizza 
delivery driver. He was 16 at the time of the murder.

• In September of last year, Jonathan Armendariz, received a 
sentence of 90 years to life for murder of another teen in 
Bellevue. He was 17 at the time of the shooting.

Could virtual life sentences for youth under age 18 at 
the time of their crimes be challenged, now, as unconstitutional 
based on the new Supreme Court ruling?

Make a difference, write letters
Crossover Prison Ministries is looking for volunteers 

to correspond with over 30 people on their waiting list— 
inmates who have asked to receive letters from someone “on 
the outside.” You could make a big difference in someone’s 
life by simply picking up pen and paper (or by sitting down at 
the computer) and writing. To get started, contact “Crossover 
Correspondents,” P.O. Box 3184, Omaha NE 68103, or call La 
Verne Belt, 402-453-9221.

Family and Friends of Inmates meeting— 
October 27th

Meetings are on the 4th Saturday of each month at 
First Christian Church, 6630 Dodge St. in Omaha, from 10 a.m. 
to noon. Sharing of news and family members’ concerns is a 
constant at every meeting. A speaker on a corrections-related 
topic is frequently scheduled as well.

On October 27th, the speaker will be T. Hank Robin
son, Research Director, PRA, with the Nebraska Department of 
Correctional Services. He will give an informational lecture on 
a) how routine activity theory helps us better understand the 
nature of crime, b) on the five critical factors which stabilize us 
against criminal activity, and c) on evidence-based strategies 
for reducing recidivism.

Nebraskans Against the Death Penalty
Join members of NADP for their annual fundraising 

event, 7:00 to 8:30 p.m. on Oct. 11th, Beacon Hills at Country 
Inn & Suites, 5353 N. 27 Street in Lincoln. Senator Danielle 
Conrad will be honored for her work to end the death penalty. 
Speaker will be Victoria Coward. Victoria is the mother of a 
murdered son who opposes the death penalty. Her testimony 
played an integral role in the recent repeal of the death penalty 
in Connecticut. Onsite parking. Reception and silent auction. 
See the NADP website, www.nadp.net for more information 
and to register.

States with no minimum age for prosecution 
of youth as adults
Alaska 
Hawaii 
Maryland 
Rhode Island 
West Virginai

Delaware 
Idaho 
Michigan 
South Carolina 
Nebraska

Florida
Maine
Pennsylvania
Tennessee

Editor’s Note: The above information is from AH Children are Children: Chal
lenging Abusive Punishment o f Juveniles, published by Equal Justice Initiative. 
Mrmv.eji.org.

Meet the Director of Ne
braska’s prison system

Robert Houston heads Ne
braska’s correctional system, a sys
tem which includes about 4500 in
mates in ten institutions. He was 
appointed Director by Governor 
Heineman in 2005. His qualifica
tions for the position include both 
work record and academic achieve
ment.

Mr. Houston began work 
with the Department of Correctional Services in 1974 as a Sen
ior Counselor at the Penitentiary. His service with the Depart
ment over the years includes being Warden at three of the pris
ons. Just prior to becoming Director of Corrections, he served 
as Director of Douglas County’s Department of Corrections. 
His academic achievements include a Bachelor of Science in 
Criminal Justice degree from UNO and a Master of Science in 
Criminal Justice from the University of Nebraska. He has also 
taught Criminal Justice at the University of Nebraska—Omaha/ 
Lincoln for twenty years.

The above information is from the website of the Ne
braska Depar tment  o f  Cor rect ional  Services:  
www.corrections.state.ne.us.

Robert P. Houston

Governor Heineman backs up Corrections 
Director on furlough issue

The police shooting of Jermaine Lucas, a Department 
of Correctional Services inmate on furlough release, drew a 
great deal of media attention to the program which, unfortu
nately, resulted in his being on the streets at 2:30 a.m. on Sun
day, September 16th. Some might have expected that the pro
gram would now be axed as too risky for the public. But Gov
ernor Heineman seemed to be standing firm in support as of 
September 19th coverage in the Omaha World Herald. 
(Furlough program may see changes):

“No one wants to see this happen, hut it’s real easy to 
be a Monday morning quarterback on this issue, 
too," Heineman said. He said if he were to suspend 
state programs such as furloughs every time a 
problem arose, “we'd never get anything done. ”

According to the August 31, 2012 monthly data of the 
Department of Correctional Services, a total of 126 inmates 
were in the Re-Entry Furlough program.

http://www.nadp.net
http://www.corrections.state.ne.us


Helping prisoners and the community 
learn alternatives to violence

A VP (Alternatives to Violence Project), a conflict 
resolution program offered in several prisons in Nebraska, has 
recently expanded to the Lincoln community. Weekend-long 
workshops (20 hours each) are now being held at Our Saviour's 
Lutheran Church every three months. Leadership is coming 
from our regular list of volunteers who are on the teams at the 
Lincoln Correctional Center, the Nebraska State Penitentiary, 
and the Omaha Correctional Center, including men who were 
trained while they were in prison. With this added help, the 
program is quite successful.

Participants are recruited from the Lancaster County 
Drug Court, the Work Release Center (CCC-L), and many or
ganizations and churches in the area. Because we provide lunch 
and supper on Saturday, plus lots of snacks, the charge is $25, 
but scholarship assistance is available when needed.

AVP is an international program, now offering about 
1,000 workshops each year in about 30 states in the U.S., plus 
workshops in over 30 countries on five continents. It was 
started in 1975 at the request of inmates at a prison in New 
York state and has spread by the many volunteers who lead 
these workshops.

Because AVP is experiential (we don’t lecture), people 
learn by doing activities and exercises and they figure out the 
alternatives to violent outcomes by themselves. The recidivism 
rate for participants in AVP workshops is much lower than 
those who have not had a workshop.

Our goal is to train enough participants to become fa
cilitators to start offering workshops to youth. We want to give 
them the tools they need to make good decisions on how to 
resolve the conflicts in our lives. We are actively recruiting 
more participants.
Marge Schlitt 
Chair, AVP/Nebraska 
402-474-0682
margeschlitt@mindspring.com

Administrative Confinement (AC)
Follow up on the AC study and report of new 
Department of Corrections policy
By John Krejci

In the June issue of the NCJR, we reported on the pro
gress the Department of Corrections had made in response to 
the “Special Management Inmates and Administrative Con
finement Report” of December 2011. That brief update fol
lowed a summary of the study by Editor Mel Beckman and a 
short critical analysis by this author. Whereas the study was 
generally positive concerning DCS policies and practices of AC 
in Nebraska, it recommended initiating programming for Ad
ministrative Custody inmates. This author’s critique asked 
some questions for follow up actions. In an abbreviated form 
they were:

1. How can meaningful programming be implemented 
for inmates in AC?

2. How can programming be carried out in a manner 
that does not compromise safety?

3. What are the criteria to send an inmate to AC? Is 
the discretion of the warden the only criterion that determines 
entry and exit from AC?

4. How can AC be best utilized to cope with gang 
violence?

In response to the report, Director Houston appointed a 
team to meet and address the issues raised. Consequently the 
Department has responded with a new policy and programming 
for AC. I have obtained a copy of the May 2012 Revised Ad
ministrative Segregation policies and will summarize them. 
(Since to my knowledge there were no inmates involved with 
the new policy, I am asking any inmates, who are currently in 
or have been in segregation recently, to respond to this article 
either to NCJR or to me. Are you aware of this policy and has 
it begun to be implemented in your institution?)

The policy begins by outlining the purpose of AC, that 
is, to “maintain order and safety by effectively managing in
mates who have demonstrated the inability to conduct them
selves appropriately in general population.... Administration 
Segregation is a safe, secure and humane environment that of
fers incentive-based behavior modification and cognitive pro
grams with the objectives of changing the inmate’s inappropri
ate behavior and facilitating their return to general population.” 
The document then focuses on STAFFING with an emphasis on 
screening, training and “training specific to administrative seg
regation... to enhance (the) ability to effectively manage the 
special needs of the segregated population.”

I will quote the LEVELS PROGRAM in its entirety.

All inmates assigned to segregation have the 
opportunity to participate in the levels program which 
is designed to promote positive changes in behavior 
among segregated status inmates. The overall goal is 
to gain short-term compliance and be able to create 
long-term behavior change. The program takes a 
practical approach to change, helping each inmate 
identify and expand the common ground between his 
own goals and the goals o f correctional staff. Another 
goal o f the program is to increase each inmate’s moti
vation to change, thereby enhancing the inmate’s 
quality o f life by reducing self-defeating behavior. Self 
study models based on the Transformation Project 
program philosophy are provided to inmates through
out the levels program. The program treatment phi
losophy operates on the belief that change is the re
sponsibility o f each inmate. The program is also based 
on the awareness that change is difficult. ” (A descrip
tion and analysis of the Transformation Project will 
appear in a future issue of NCJR. It is my understand
ing that this model is presently being piloted with the 
general population.) “Inmates have the opportunity to

mailto:margeschlitt@mindspring.com


progress through the levels program based upon their 
compliance with behavioral expectations. It is the 
Department's goal to change the pattern o f negative 
behavior to positive behavior to begin the inmate’s 
transition back to general population. NCDS em
braces the support o f families, friends and mentors as 
key components in the challenging transformation.

SERVICES AND PROGRAMS lists services “consistent with 
Department policy.” These include: “access to recreational 
yard at least 5 days a week, access to showers 3 times a week, 
access to visits once per week, and access to telephone calls 
(dependent on specific status)” Also access to legal material 
and the legal library and access to health and mental health 
care.

TRANSITION CONFINEMENT section notes that 
“Transitional confinement is available to selected inmates to 
assist them in their successful return to general population from 
segregation.” The key word here seems to be “selected.” How 
selected, by whom and on what criteria? This section of the 
policy outlines how the Levels Program allows inmates “who 
demonstrate appropriate behavior and complete the required 
cognitive programming” earn weekly incentives and begin 
again to interact with the general population. “Upon comple
tion of the program inmates will be returned to general popula
tion unless specific safety or security concerns warrant other 
assignment.”

This author’s first reaction to the policy is that it seems 
a substantial improvement over the “discretion of the warden” 
model. However, not having direct or extensive experience 
with AC or past policies, I cannot make a critical judgment. 
Also, 1 do not know how broadly this policy has been dissemi
nated or implemented. Being somewhat familiar with the 
Transformation Project, thanks to the cooperation of DCS staff, 
this model and new policy seem to have merit and are a signifi
cant step in the right direction. I again ask inmates who have 
experienced AC and more importantly have participated in the 
Transformation Project to communicate with NCJR. I know 
that pilot projects were carried out at the Omaha Correctional 
Center (OCC) and are in progress elsewhere.

This model, which is a new way to deal with AC and 
eventually the general population, will require a great deal of 
effort, training, and flexibility not only with inmates but per
haps even more so with staff and administrators. The Transfor
mation Project model will be described and analyzed in more 
detail in future articles.

To conclude on a positive note, I will repeat what I 
wrote in a previous article: It is encouraging to hear that the 
Department is responding positively to the report and that it has 
not been put on a shelf to gather dust. Expect updates in the
fill ire.

The website for the Nebr. Dept, of Correctional 

Services is: www.corrections.state.ne.us

A re-introduction to the Nebraska 
Criminal Justice Review
Editor’s Note: The introduction below, by Mel Beckman, ap
peared in the first issue of the NCJR in February, 2000.

“Holy Family Catholic Church. On Omaha’s near 
north side, has had a long history of service to the poor. The 
congregation is now extending its concern for the poor to in
clude both offenders and those who are victimized by crime. 
Each are “poor” in their own way. This publication will be an 
advocate for a rational and humane criminal justice system in 
the state, a system that cares deeply about the future good of 
both offenders and their victims, while also providing for pub
lic security.

Holy Family’s intent is not to be “preachy” about 
criminal justice, but rather, to provide a communications vehi
cle which has been lacking. No state-wide publication exists 
to link those who plan, work in and administer the “system” of 
criminal justice with those who are directly affected by it (e.g., 
offenders and victims and their families and friends), with 
those who pay for it (tax-payers) with those who study, teach 
and write about it (academics) and with civic and religious 
groups which could help make the system work better.

One can legitimately ask whether a church publication 
can provide an adequate “review” of the very complex criminal 
justice system in Nebraska. Conscious of limitations in this 
area, Holy Family has assembled an advisory committee of 
persons who have first hand experience of the system and/or 
work in the system.

Readers might also ask whether Holy Family has cer
tain “axes” to grind, i.e., are we biased? The question deserves 
a straightforward answer. We are not biased against the state’s 
criminal justice system, which delivers much good service 
under trying circumstances. On the other hand, we see it as 
needing change in many areas. It is especially in need of being 
less isolated from the larger community. Our bias, if we have 
one, is that citizens must be more involved with offenders and 
victims if the tax-supported system is to meet their needs.

Another bias we have is about individual worth. We 
believe there are no “throw away” citizens in the state of Ne
braska. While the freedom of those who commit serious 
crimes needs to be restricted for the sake of public security, 
their right to live and to develop their human potential should 
not be taken away. We all grow by helping those who are 
more needy than we ourselves are. It is possible that we who 
live in the free world will reach our full human stature by help
ing those who are incarcerated to reach theirs.”

Holy Family is happy to offer this new publication as a 
public service and as an extension o f our ministry to 
those in need. We hope the discussion which will be 
carried on in future issues will work toward the good of 
both offenders and their victims. We invite the whole 
community to help support this publication.

-  Ralph Hueser,
Holy Family Pastoral Administrator

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


L E T T E R S  and M O R E

Respond to whining and complaining
One of the most interesting aspects of NCJR’s publica

tion is the lack of red tape filtering of our letters. There isn’t a 
figurehead spouting ‘do it this way or else’ requirements, which 
most people condone as ‘media bias.’

Now, do inmates snivel, whine and complain about 
desiring the freedom of creature comforts? Yes! Are these 
rants invalid? Absolutely! But NCJR gives us a figurative 
‘shoulder to cry on.’ Personally, I don’t have family or friends 
to express my feelings to and discover whether they’re right or 
wrong, good or bad, so I can receive feedback—a vital charac
ter-building process. So I encourage people to continue reading 
and contributing to NCJR but responding and contesting of
fenders’ thought processes.

Perhaps you can help us correct our self-centeredness 
by explaining how our actions impact lives of victims and fami
lies of victims. Tell us we’re wrong. Explain your expecta
tions. Make the unknown known. I strongly urge you, don’t be 
silent and do nothing because your words resonate with us. 
From you we’re able to learn the 3 R’s, a form of criminal edu
cation. We learn about ourselves, to feel REGRET for what 
we’ve done. We learn about people, to feel REMORSE for 
what we’ve done to victims. Lastly, we learn about RESTITU
TION, to know we must repay society with our hearts in hand, 
displaying an eagerness to share in a hope for a better tomor
row.

Remember, except for a precious moment, all of our 
lives might have been different. Let’s learn from those mo
ments and allow them to teach us valuable lessons. So please, 
everyone, stop bickering and wasting valuable time. Discovery 
begins with your first step forward. Let’s go someplace 
enlightening.

Jerrold McLeod 52320
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Overcrowding can only be solved by one group
As an inmate for over 10 years, I have heard about the 

problem of overcrowding the entire time. For the same 10 
years, talk about solutions.

In the March, 2012 issue of the NCJR, data from the 
Department of Corrections showed there to be approximately 
4000 inmates, and that approximately 1200 were parole eligi
ble. If this many are eligible, why isn’t somebody paroling 
them?

The burden of overcrowding can only be solved by 
one group—the members of the Parole Board. Now, if they 
can’t make these decisions, maybe it is time to get rid of them. 
The state could go to a mandatory parole system like most other 
states already have.

Jerrold Hansen 57940 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review is 
online at www.holyfamilyomaha.org
Click on “publicadtions” for current and past issues.

Mass incarceration forming a marriage with

lie? Marvin Gaye’s,
“Mother’s Cryin” while

In response to Teela Mickles fatherless children are(NCJR June, 2012) violently die-ing,
1. raping and robbing
Shall I apologize for and prostituting their
my birth in this world bodies—saling their
where there’s so much sadness souls to the devil
like a curse while politricsters and
that haunts and torments clergies sale-us-out!
my consciousness

3.so out of my epidemy
I find laughter in this war tom
from these songs jungle we call the hood
that tell of sorrows so I’m crying out
somewhat disturbed and for help, for to be incarcerated
premateur, thus it may be is to be responsible and
words shared before my time to be an example setter
like a preconceived bastard for the youth and the
bom with a ryme like next generation to come;
a drug addicted rapper to make a true commitment
sharing his fortune and or covenant with God, self.
famous thoughts, family, and community
shameless and blameless for change.
for what is to be I write this comment/poem

shall be to assist and encourage
and what must be fellow inmate, convicts at

is the Nebraska Department of
as I grew up to one day Correctional Service to
learn that I am a man take heed to sister Teela
poor, black and struggling Mickles article and let

2.
us fight to champion this cause 
to advocate

to be free for self betterment;
from so much anger, so Advance and deter others
much violence, so much from this gangster, thug men-
death and destruction tality
from CIA/FBI co-intell You’re not a man until
assassinations to these you can truly
mass incarcerations, so become a leader
when I think of Garvey’s of wisdom and
mass Repatriation righteousness, and
it becomes a far scream stop all that wining,
from Dr. King’s take a stand and be
“I have a Dream” or accounted for
Malcom’s “nightmare’ Speak up!
vie-ing for authority and for now is the time
justice By Mabatu, aka Khalid A.
to what’s right and wrong, Muhammad 67084

Provide health care that protects all who are 
incarcerated
Editor’s Note: The following suggestions and changes for im
proved prison health care were submitted by Michael Ellington 
67175, Tecumseh State Correctional Institution.

1. Partner with health providers from the community
Departments of Corrections and health providers from 

the community should join together in the common project of 
delivering high-quality health care that protects prisoners and 
the public.

2. Build real partnerships within facilities
Corrections administrators and officers must develop 

collaborative working relationships with those who provide

http://www.holyfamilyomaha.org


health care to prisoners.

3. Commit to caring for persons with mental illness.
Legislators and executive branch officials, including 

corrections administrators, need to commit adequate resources 
to identify and treat mentally ill prisoners and, simultaneously, 
to reduce the number of people with mental illness in prison.

4. Screen, test and treat for infectious disease
Nebraska prisons and jails should screen, test and treat 

for infectious diseases under the oversight of public health au
thorities, in compliance with national guidelines, and ensure 
continuity of care upon release.

5. End co-payments for medical care
Nebraska should revoke existing laws that authorize 

prisoner co-payments for medical care.

6. Extend Medicaid and Medicare to eligible prisoners
Congress should change the Medicaid and Medicare 

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

An unfortunate change
Since 1989, the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 

(V.A.) has sent mental health counselors to the Nebraska State 
Penitentiary to counsel veteran inmates concerning mental 
health issues, either relating to their service and/or dealing with 
their current incarcerated status. This has been a very success
ful program, helping many veteran inmates at NSP over these 
past twenty-three years. Of the veteran inmates attending these 
twice-per-month sessions, there have been only two or three 
veteran inmates who have re-offended, out of hundreds of vet
erans attending -  a record unmatched in any corrections-based 
program.

With that said, NSP officials recently said that correc
tions staff must sit in o all these sessions, stating, “all club func
tions” must have staff sitting in their meetings.

This is not a “club function,” but a mental health pro
gram sponsored by the VA with its staff (VA) trained mental 
health personnel, with what is shared in these sessions as privi
leged under the VA rules and state law mental health and pa
tient privilege. The VA is obligated by law to keep sessions 
privileged except in the cases of suicide or escape thoughts.

With it success rate being so great, it would be a 
shame to see the program stop functioning in the same manner 
it has for years.

Bob Hunt 35947 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Victimized by crime?
Is there something about being victimized that you would like 
offenders to know and understand better? Among those who 
read the NCJR are many inmates who need and want to de
velop empathy for those whom their crimes have harmed. You 
can help by “telling it like it was” for you, personally, as a vic
tim. Consider writing your experience o f victimization for 
publication in the December issue o f  this newsletter.

Nebraska Aftercare (N Act

“Preparing inmates for a successful 
reentry into our communities '.

N. A. I. A What is N.A.I.A.?
Nebraska Aftercare in Action
By John Krejci, Emeritus Prof, of Sociology and Social Work

We know that presently the Department of Corrections 
is controlling prison population and avoiding the need to build a 
costly new prison by releasing and/or paroling low risk inmates, 
particularly those who are nearing the end of their sentences. 
Presently, through work release, the furlough program and 
community corrections, many inmates are transitioning back 
into society. They are many and their needs are great.

Unfortunately, most Nebraskans are still unaware that 
the average incarceration is about 27 months and the vast ma
jority of inmates will eventually face the challenges of reentry 
into society. The most critical challenges are employment, 
housing, transportation, and social support.

And this is where NAIA comes in. Working in coop
eration with the Department of Corrections, Nebraska Aftercare 
in Action’s goal is to “prepare inmates for a successful reentry 
into our community.” Through a team approach, NAIA pro
vides support, guidance, and assistance to inmates so that they 
can reintegrate into the community.

NAIA is presently in the process of forming new 
teams in Grand Island, Lincoln and Omaha. The team, com
posed of 4 to 6 persons, works directly with the inmate. Team 
members are not professionals, but caring volunteers from the 
community who apply to NAIA to be volunteers, undergo train
ing to better understand the needs of inmates, and work with the 
team to achieve the goal of successful reentry.

If you would like to know more about NAIA or be
come a volunteer team member, contact NAIA at P.O. Box 
5122, Grand Island, NE 68802, tel. 308-381-8231, 
www.aflercareinaction.com or contact me through the NCJR.

http://www.aflercareinaction.com
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l i p
October 15 -17 ,  2012
Ramada Inn and Convention Center, Kearney, NE

2012 Community Corrections Conference
From Arrest to Re-Entry:

Evidence based decision making across criminal 
justice and behavioral health systems

Up to 10 hours of continuing education credit will be available for behavioral health 
treatment providers, including criminogenic training for registered providers

For registration, schedule and curriculum 
information please visit our website:

http://portal.ncc.ne.gov/ccc/register/

All other inquiries, please contact:
Jeff Beaty
402- 471-2259
Jeffry.beaty@nebraska gov

Sponsored by the Community Corrections Division 
of the Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Criminal Justice in collaboration with the 
Office of Probation Administration, the Department 
of Correctional Services, the Board of Parole, the 
Division of Behavioral Health, Region V Systems 
and the Nebraska State Patrol.

Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
Advisory Meetings

Next meeting: Wed. Nov. 14, 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.

Annual appeal issue

Please help Holy Family 
Church support the 
Nebraska Criminal 

Justice Review

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 contribution of $10 or more 
per year is suggested. To request a subscrip
tion, mail to: NCJR, 
do Holy Family Church 
1715 Izard St., Omaha, NE 68102

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