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Nebraska Department of Correctional Services 
A new continuum of care for sex offenders

By Kirk Newring, Ph.D., Paul Rodriguez, M.A., and Mark Weilage, Ph.D. *

The Nebraska Department of Correctional Services 
(NDCS) Sex Offender Treatment Program Model is founded in 
the clinical integration of Relapse Prevention (RP), Recidivism 
Risk Reduction Therapy (3RT),1,2and the Good Lives/Self- 
Management Model. This integration is referred to as the 
Healthy Lives Program, for which we use the acronym “HeLP.” 
The HeLP program is designed to use clinical best practices to 
identify a participant’s known static and dynamic risk factors 
by using RP, 3RT, and self-management skills in the promotion 
of a healthy life.

Treatment in collaboration with the offender
Recently, several researchers have recommended mov

ing away from traditional confrontation-based approaches 
(common in some variants of relapse prevention) and towards 
motivational or collaborative approaches.3 This stance is con
sistent with the use of the trans-theoretical model with sexual 
offenders4 and the Healthy (Good) Lives Program approaches to 
sex offender treatment. In such an approach, the treatment pro
vider works collaboratively with the offender to identify treat
ment targets and incorporate positive behavioral changes in 
their Healthy Lives.

Over the last two years, the Nebraska Department of 
Correctional Services Behavioral Health Division has under
taken efforts to enhance treatment services to priority popula
tions, such as the mentally ill and sex offenders. As a result, we 
have expanded treatment for sex offenders to a number of fa
cilities and changed the levels of care, as well as the course and 
content of sex offender programming. We have also improved 
our treatment recommendation protocol.

The Clinical Sex Offender Review Team (CSORT)
Participation opportunities for incarcerated sexual of

fenders will be prioritized according to the offender’s mental 
health needs, assessed level of risk, offense history, violence 
history, identified treatment needs, program resources, prior 
treatment experience, institutional behavior, and the offender’s 
parole eligibility date and tentative release date. The Clinical 
Sex Offender Review Team (CSORT), a clinical review com
mittee, will consider the above listed factors and make an initial 
assessment for sexual recidivism risk. CSORT will then make 
treatment placement decisions for each sexual offender.

Placement decisions are dynamic, in that the partici
pant’s status in the program is dictated by his behavior. Misbe
havior in the program can result in termination from the pro
gram. Furthermore, a participant’s inability to demonstrate 
mastery of concepts can lead to the participant’s Treatment 
Team recommending reassessment and placement in a different 
program or level. Periodically throughout treatment and upon 
successful participation in the recommended treatment pro
gram, treatment participants will be reassessed by CSORT to 
determine additional needs for treatment. This treatment could 
include, but is not limited to, continued treatment in the same 
program, a referral to a different level of sex offender treat
ment, or a recommendation for Continuing Care.

Four different levels of treatment
For those offenders who are assessed to be at low risk 

to sexually re-offend relative to other sexual offenders, CSORT 
will often recommend Bibliotherapy, or bHeLP. In bHeLP, the 
participant works at his own pace on a set of materials provided • 
by his therapist. The participant turns these materials in to the 
therapist. The therapist reviews the participant’s work and pro
vides feedback. bHeLP is currently offered at the Omaha Cor
rectional Center (OCC) and Community Corrections Center- 
Omaha (through OCC Mental Health). bHeLP will also be 
offered on a smaller scale at the Nebraska State Penitentiary. 
bHeLP takes a few months or longer to finish.

For those offenders who are assessed to be at a rela
tively higher risk to sexually re-offend, CSORT will often rec
ommend Outpatient HeLP, or oHeLP. Participants in the 
oHeLP program work through materials and assignments in 
group therapy. Mental health therapists lead these groups. 
oHeLP will be offered at both OCC and NSP. oHeLP takes 
about a year to finish.

For those offenders assessed to be at the highest risk to 
sexually re-offend, CSORT will often recommend Inpatient 
Help, or iHeLP. In iHeLP, participants live in a special unit. 
They also work on materials and assignments in a group ther
apy setting led by therapists. This program is only offered at 
the Lincoln Correctional Center. iHeLP takes one to two years 
to complete.

(Continued on page two)
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(Continued from page one)

CSORT can also recommend Continuing Care. Con
tinuing Care is for those people who have finished their recom
mended HeLP program (or in some cases, the program at the 
Lincoln Regional Center). These individuals are ready for an
other level of treatment as they prepare to return to the commu
nity. Participants in the Continuing Care program work in a 
group setting with peers and therapists to address treatment 
needs as they arise. This group would also be a venue to ad
dress discharge planning issues for those offenders.

With the overarching goal of promoting community 
safety, the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services aims 
to pair the appropriate level of treatment resource with the level 
of risk posed by the offender convicted of a sexual offense. By 
doing so, we aspire to provide the most ethical, efficient, re
sponsible, and effective care for the offenders and the commu
nity.

• An aggravated offense requiring lifetime regis
tration as per the sentencing order

shall, upon completion of his or her term of incar
ceration, parole or release from civil commitment, be 
supervised in the community by the office of Parole 
Administration for the remainder of his or her life.

At least sixty days prior to their tentative release date, 
APA reviews all offenders currently incarcerated on a sex 
crime. This includes offenders who are held in state prisons, 
county jails, and mental health institutions. NDCS has approxi
mately 831 inmates serving time for a sexual-related offense. 
Once it has been determined that an offender is subject to life
time community supervision under the provisions of LB 1199, a 
Community Supervision Officer (CSO) will meet with the of
fender to inform him/her of said determination and address any 
concerns or questions the offender may have. Offenders have a 
right to challenge the conditions of community supervision by 
appealing to the District Court of the county of residence.

* Special thanks to all of the NDCS Behavioral Staff who participated in the 
committee work that helped develop and revise the NDCS Sex Offender Pro
grams.
1 Wheeler, J.G., George, W.H., & Stoner, S.A. (2005). Enhancing the relapse 
prevention model for sex offenders: Adding recidivism reduction therapy to 
target offenders’ dynamic risk needs. In G.A. Marlatt & D M. Donovan (Eds.), 
Relapse Prevention, (2nd ed.). New York: Guilford Press.
2 Wheeler, J.G., George, W.H. & Stephens, K.A. (2005). Assessment of sexual 
offenders: A model for integrating dynamic risk assessment and relapse preven
tion approaches. In D.M. Donovan and G.A. Marlatt (Eds.), Assessment of 
addictive behaviors (2nd ed.). New York: Guilford Press.
3 Marshall, W.L. (205). Therapist style in sexual offender treatment: Influence 
on indices of change. Sexual Abuse: A Journal of Research and Treatment: 17 
109-116.
4 Kear-Colwell, J., & Pollock, P. (1997). Motivation or confrontation: Which 
approach to the child sex offender? Criminal Justice and Behavior, 24 (1), 20- 
33.

Lifetime Supervision of Sex Offenders
By Rochelle Kothe, Sex Offender Unit Supervisor,
Adult Parole Administration

LB 1199 became law on July 14, 2006. As a result of 
this law, certain sex offenders, upon completion of incarcera
tion, will become Lifetime Supervision Sex Offenders (LSOs) 
and are subject to lifetime community supervision by Adult 
Parole Administration (APA), a division of the Nebraska De
partment of Correctional Services (NDCS). In preparation for 
the release of these offenders, APA has been implementing 
policy and procedure pertaining to their assessment, evaluation, 
and supervision. APA strives to impose best practices, which 
will protect the public from risk of harm and reduce the chances 
of recidivism.

The first step is to determine which offenders will be 
LSOs. LB 1199 sets forth the criteria mandating lifetime super
vision:

Any offender who on or after July 14, 2006, is con
victed of or completes a term of incarceration for:
• an offense requiring them to register with the 

Nebraska Sex Offender Registry and has a previ
ous conviction for a registerable offense or

• First Degree Sexual Assault of a Child or

APA has three full-time employees (one District Su
pervisor and two Community Supervision Officers) assigned to 
supervise an ever-growing population of LSOs currently living 
in communities throughout the state. In addition to reviewing 
and determining the community status of sex offenders, these 
employees perform numerous other duties. CSOs make reason
able advanced preparations prior to the release of the offender 
from a prison, jail, or mental health institution. They investi
gate community placement opportunities such as residence, 
employment, education, and treatment programs. Staff work 
closely with social welfare agencies and treatment providers to 
ensure offenders receive services and necessary treatment. 
They assist offenders in complying with the conditions of com
munity supervision and in making a successful adjustment in 
the community.

LSOs are tracked 24 hours a day through active GPS 
(Global Positioning System). This device is worn around the 
offender’s ankle. CSOs are directly notified if an offender vio
lates the conditions of his tracking device. Alerts of this nature 
require immediate action by the community officer. Any offi
cer who has reason to believe that an LSO may be a risk to pub
lic safety may request the offender be taken into custody for 
criminal prosecution or review by a civil mental health board.

Adult Parole Administration continues to take pro
active measures in supervising this unique and challenging 
population. The laws governing lifetime supervision are new 
and some are being challenged by those who are affected. As 
civil suits are brought before our courts, change is inevitable. It 
is the purpose of Adult Parole Administration to protect the 
public while providing supervision and assistance to parolees 
and lifetime supervision sex offenders to facilitate such indi
viduals to become productive and law abiding citizens. We 
strive to do this in a fair and consistent manner and as set forth 
in state statute.

Questions/concerns regarding the enactment of LB 1199 and Life- 
time Supervision Sex Offenders can be directed to Jim McKenzie, 
A d u l t  P a r o l e  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  ( 4 0 2 )  4 7 9 - 5 7 7 1 ,
JMcKenzie@ dcs.state.ne.us, or Rochelle Kothe, (402) 479-5759, 
RKothe@dcs.state.ne.us
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Community Corrections Council assesses 
successes and ponders new challenges
By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor of Sociology and Social 
Work, Ph. 402-466-8460

“Upbeat” and “optimistic” describe the mood at the 
August, 2007 meeting of the Community Corrections Council. 
Why not? For the first time in years, the prison population has 
actually declined, in part due to the efforts of the Community 
Corrections Council’s Felony Drug Offenders Program. Lest 
we be too sanguine, the decline was a modest one percent and 
will probably be temporary. But, make no mistake, it is signifi
cant and encouraging.

The level of dialogue and mutual respect that Council 
members continue to show one another is far above mere civil
ity. One long-time member confessed that he was one of those 
who were sent by their bosses to “protect their agency’s turf.” 
However, this initial stance changed when he realized the po
tential and mutual benefit community corrections promised.

Chairman Brashear was chosen to participate in a na
tional panel discussing sentencing and alternatives to incarcera
tion. His take was that through the help of the Vera Institute, 
the Pew Charitable Trust and a broad-based dialogue of stake
holders, “Nebraska is a long way down the line” to significant 
corrections reform. He attributed the success in part to the 
“collaborative journey” of all branches of government who are 
seated at the community corrections table, giving their input 
and listening to one another. He noted that, unlike other states 
who are trying to do everything at once and failing, Nebraska is 
concentrating on one thing—felony drug offenders, and suc
ceeding.

At this August 17 meeting, the Council engaged in a 
brainstorming session regarding the future of the Council. Af
ter airing many ideas, the consensus seemed to be that the 
Council should continue to do what it is doing, not launch out 
into any new or broader initiatives. Some restructuring of the 
Council seemed advisable, particularly the creation of a vice 
chair position. A suggestion was made to formulate a strategic 
plan, laying out goals and vision of the Council. The Council 
did not favor breaking up into committees, but members felt a 
need to meet more frequently. Council members apparently 
feel the Council is doing something significant and are willing 
to commit more of their time and energy.

A draft of a community corrections newsletter was 
shared with the Council as part of a “Communications and Edu
cation Strategy,” aimed at “gathering support and educating 
Nebraskans about the community corrections justice system in 
Nebraska.” The strategy is aimed at “increasing the awareness 
about community corrections...and motivating agencies, organi
zations and community leaders and policy makers to advocate 
for community corrections in their local areas.” Means of im
plementation include newspaper editorials, spreading the word 
at meetings and conferences throughout the state, and commu
nicating to agencies through the internet.

From this writer’s perspective, one key target audience 
is Governor Heineman. He is yet to be convinced that an in
creased investment in community corrections could save the 
state hundreds of millions in new prison construction. Let’s 
hope that the governor chooses to listen and avoid the mistake 
of being “penny wise and pound foolish.”

Despite no plan, no money, no need, no alterna
tives: the Lancaster County jail project rolls on
By John Krejci

The problem is that few people know or care about jails, 
prisons, or the inmates who inhabit them. They say, perhaps uncon
sciously, “Keep us safe. Get criminals out of sight so they can be out 
of mind. Punish the bad guys, reform the salvageable, and stay tough 
on crime.” What they rarely consider is how much this costs them 
(us). Maybe that is why the estimated $94 million price tag for a new 
Lancaster County jail has evoked so little debate.

I wrote an op-ed for the Lincoln Journal Star, suggesting 
alternatives. It prompted some positive comments to me privately. 
But there was little response. There have been two or three short let
ters to the editor addressing the jail issue, and finally, a thoughtful 
citizen editorial (OPED) from UNL Economics Professor Hank van 
den Berg. This limited response, despite the frequent Lincoln Journal 
Star stories tracking the county commissioners’ headlong rush to buy 
land, find an architect, and build a jail, seems to indicate lack of aware
ness of how much of our money is being committed to this folly. Just 
think of the more important projects that could be undertaken.

In a recent editorial headlined, “Build new jail with eye to 
future,” a U S  writer showed little imagination or insight into alterna
tives. He/she described the $1.3 million spent annually to house in
mates elsewhere as “big bucks” but failed to mention that, in addition 
to the projected $94 million to build a new jail, it would cost another 
$20 million annually to run an off-site facility, not to mention the 
transportation costs and increased escape hazards.

The presentation by Probation Department staff, Deb 
Minardi and Dave Wegner, highlighted the dynamic growth of 
participation in the program (a 94% increase) as well as the 
high success rate (80%). They reported that research indicated 
that spending time and resources with low-risk offenders had 
little net positive effect, so resources were being shifted to 
higher-risk offenders and electronic monitoring is being imple
mented to assist probation officers in tracking them.

Deb’s rapid-fire power point presentation contrasted 
with Dave’s homey, anecdote-filled style. The contrast seemed 
to sit well with the Council, which approved Probation’s re
quest for $217,000 in training money and $148,000 for elec
tronic monitoring.

There are valuable and much cheaper alternatives to incar
ceration of low-risk, misdemeanor offenders. The county has already 
invested substantial resources in community corrections. House arrest, 
work release, intensive supervision, accelerating pre-sentence investi
gations and pre-trial bonding are but a few of the alternatives, most of 
which are already in use. The system needs to be tweaked and modi
fied—an adjustment much, much less costly than a new facility. I 
have spoken to many of the stakeholders: judges, law enforcement, 
corrections and community corrections people. The truth is, no one is 
enthusiastic about building a new jail. Except, perhaps, those who 
stand to make a profit on the deal—at taxpayers’ expense. I say let’s 
talk, think, and consider alternatives. A new jail is not a done deal. 
And the latest word is that the commissioners are not risking an up or 
down vote of the people but intend to give voters a choice of Jail A or 
Jail B. Sounds like a chance to choose the lesser of the two evils, but 
doesn’t sound like democracy. We need to speak up.
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Thoughts on more than a decade of corre
spondence with the State Ombudsman
By Polidoros C. Pserros, Unit Case Worker, Omaha Correc
tional Center

In the March 2007 NCJR, Editor Mel Beckman re
flected on the limits of the State Ombudsman’s office in moni
toring state corrections, and in the June 2007 issue, an inmate’s 
letter to the editor said he had “no faith in the Ombudsman’s 
Office.” I have been writing to the Ombudsman’s Office for 
more than 10 years. My corrections career goes from 1973 to 
1981, and 1988 to now. The combination of the two NCJR 
pieces made me think about the Ombudsman’s Office and pub
lic policy from a consumer’s point of view.

Before you complain
Some level of self-analysis must take place. Do I 

really want to do this? Is there another way I can get my prob
lem solved? Do I really need this problem solved? Can I live 
without a satisfactory solution? How do people see me? Am I 
a (choose your own obscenity)? What is my long-term goal?

Prison inmates use the phrase “laying down” to ex
press a conscious decision on “how they will do their time,” or 
more specifically, the balance of their time. It merely means 
that inmates will take a lower profile, avoid the intrigue that can 
come with prison life, in order to maximize their ability to 
achieve long-term goals, access to early programming, higher
paying prison jobs, work release which leads to street pay and 
periodic home furlough release, and so on. That is maturity; it 
is not defeat.

For employees who feel a need to complain, alterna
tive environments may be the better choice, either seeking other 
work within corrections, state employment outside of correc
tions or employment outside of Nebraska state government.

Before you write
Consider both the subjective and the objective compo

nents of your complaint. It is very fair for the letter to be very 
specific about what led to the complaint and how it made one 
feel. Most folks can do that very well.

The objective component, however, takes more 
thought and requires a level of unselfishness. What is the com
plaint? Is it a constitutional violation or something on a lower 
scale, a misinterpretation of law or the inmate rule book, or one 
of the many agency administrative regulations or facility opera
tional memorandums inmates may confront? Is a solution to 
the problem beneficial to all other similarly situated inmates, 
and coincidentally to corrections employees who may be con
fronted by these issues? Is there a public policy implication to 
the complaint? This last question justifies the complaint in my 
mind. If there is a public policy issue, you must complain.

Limit your expectations
Never forget that the “Office of Public Counsel” is the 

name of the office. In issues where state agencies are con
cerned, this is the people’s attorney. It is quite appropriate to 
think of the Ombudsman’s Office as your “mouthpiece,” con
sidering also that deputies and assistants assigned to corrections

complaints (who may or may not be lawyers) are dealing with 
more than 1,000 other complaints a year. You are not paying 
for this mouthpiece, and it would be wrong to expect 24 hours- 
a-day, 7-days-a-week devotion. You are getting professional
ism and a degree of advocacy when your complaint is justified.

Educate the policy makers
Never forget that the Office of the Public Counsel op

erates in a political environment. Public support by the Om
budsman’s Office on proposed legislation does not guarantee its 
passage. The office works closely with the Judiciary Commit
tee and possibly the Government, Military and Veterans Affairs 
Committee, but those senators include just a small fraction of 
the 49 senators in the legislature, and are not near the 25 votes 
needed for the passage of any bill.

Most state senators may never acquire expertise in 
corrections during their four-year or maximum eight-year ca
reers under term limits. Opposition to remedial legislation may 
come from a lack of knowledge of the issues, but it may also 
come from those senators seeking to advance political careers. 
Every complaint that may impact public policy should have a 
secondary purpose of educating policy makers.

Welcome To Nebraska, “The Good Life” -  
For Whites Only: A Lincoln family’s 
experience
By Shar’on Glenn

Setting the record straight! Minorities are targeted vic
tims of the Nebraska criminal justice system and police brutal
ity due to “racial discrimination” and bias. Read on, as some 
light is shed upon racial injustice, as you walk in the shoes of a 
Black family through the Nebraska “Good Life” criminal jus
tice system.

What brought us to Lincoln, Nebraska? In 1994, we 
were given military orders to relocate. Racial discrimination 
began immediately. The most recent incident occurred July 3, 
2006.

We attended a July 4 block party. Hundreds were in 
attendance: White 99 percent, Black 0.1 percent. Police were 
summoned. Subsequently, only two Black Americans were 
attacked and charged with felony crimes.

My son and I were leaving as the block party ended. 
My son and five White friends took items to a friend’s home 
when several police arrived on the scene under the pretense of 
pursuing a White female. As the young men walked to the ga
rage, I went to the restroom. Unbeknownst to me, nine officers 
including two veteran sergeants interrogated my son and his 
friends.

For no apparent reason, the interrogation turned into a 
physical attack upon my son. He wears dreadlocks and is 
broader built, fondly known as a gentle giant. No one else but 
my son was attacked at this time. After exiting the home, I en
tered the garage, noticing the commotion, and was attacked
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from behind by police after asking the simple question, “What 
is going on?”

A sergeant had a video camera used earlier to record 
activities at the block party. He had the camera during the po
lice attack. He never intended to use his camera to record the 
police brutality and only filmed the officers’ feet and garage 
floor. A White male witness used his video camera to record 
the melee. Once an officer realized the witness was recording 
he told him to stop. This witness refused and verbally chal
lenged the officer. The officer tried to break the witness’ cam
era by knocking it out of his hands.

The brutality entailed a 360-pound, cop grabbing and 
spinning me around 360 degrees and then being thrown and 
slammed face down on a car by another cop. I’m 120 lbs. diag
nosed with fibromyalgia. My son was thrown to the garage 
floor, punched numerous times in his face, and placed in a 
chokehold until nearly blacking out while lying in a pool of 
blood.

We sustained multiple contusions, scratches, and 
bruises, not to mention the psychological effects, and ultimately 
vast legal bills. After the beatings, we were arrested. During the 
painful journey to the police station, officers continued to taunt 
us by repeatedly taking pictures of our battered faces with their 
personal cameras, as if we were some prized animals or “catch 
of the day”. One cop could not take the picture he wanted, my 
son’s bloody face, because his dreadlocks covered it, and he 
whined, “No fair!”

Once arriving at the station, our mug shots were taken 
and not until release on July 5 and July 7 were we informed of 
the felony third-degree assault of a police officer and resisting 
arrest charges. Denied medical care and prescription medica
tion, there was no freedom for this jailed Black family and due 
process was only a dream. No Miranda rights. No attorney. No 
visitors. No phone call. No “Good Life” for this Nebraska fam
ily, only pain and suffering.

Four White males attending the same block party and 
also a part of the same incident received minor charges and 
were released shortly thereafter. The White male witness video
taping the melee, was one of the four. Our breathalyzers tests 
proved negative. This is not true of the four White males.

Family profile:
Mother/Shar’on L. Glenn, (Age: 47), 100 percent dis

abled veteran, mother and grandmother. Has a Human Service 
degree, major discipline electives in Criminal Justice. Has been 
a homeowner for 13 years. No prior criminal record.

Son/Jason M.D. Wakefield (Age 24), supports an only 
child, is a college student. Also has recently received certifica
tion as a member of the American Welding Society, and is in
terested in pursuing career in under-water welding. Also takes 
care of family home and disabled mom. No prior criminal re
cord.

Trial: Black History Month
On February 26, 2007 at 9:00 A.M. trial was set for 

three days. February 27, 2007 at approximately 3:35 P.M., after

six and a half hours, including perjured testimonies from six 
officers, and a 20-minute break, the Judge found us guilty of 
felony third-degree assault of a police officer and one-count 
each of resisting arrest.

Sentencing:
May 14, 2007, Jason sentenced to 59 days in jail and 

18 months probation. I was sentenced to eighteen months pro
bation. As felons, we have lost our rights to vote. The judge’s 
decision cited Appellant v. Bourke Neb. Rev. Stat. 28-311.01. 
This case embodies the Nebraska State Terrorist Threats Stat
ute. Our attorneys never informed us we were being tried under 
this statute for engaging in “terrorist threats”. I am a disabled 
veteran and I served my country honorably. My son is an Army 
brat. We were and still are most devastated by this finding.

Representation/Appeal:
We hired separate attorneys. To our dismay, they were 

inadequate, incompetent, unprofessional, and lacked zealous 
representation. No witnesses were called, no medical evidence 
introduced. This evidence was crucial in our case. I sought 
medical attention at the St. Elizabeth Hospital emergency room. 
A male cop took photographs of my injuries. After sentencing, I 
discovered the photographs had been removed from my medi
cal file and in the possession of the police. Why wasn’t my at
torney aware of this fact? Perhaps because he never obtained 
my medical file, even though I signed three releases. I still can
not obtain copies of my photos.

Neither attorney interviewed witnesses. They wanted 
us to “plead to a lesser charge.” This is the standard for Black 
defendants. Charges are trumped-up hoping Blacks do not have 
money to hire good zealous attorneys. During my trial, my at
torney hated me so much he barked, “Move away from me. 
You are sitting too close.” Everybody told me he was a “good 
attorney.” “Good attorneys” like him go hand-in-hand with 
“The Good Life” in Nebraska—for Whites only. We hired new 
appeal attorneys.

Final Thoughts:
The outcome of this incident with “the good life” 

criminal justice system is devastating, emotionally, financially, 
mentally, and spiritually. Along with the pain, the physical an
guish and buckets of tears shed I now have been diagnosed with 
PTSD (Post Traumatic Stress Disorder).

Many comments are made and questions asked- 
“How do you go on?” “I couldn’t be so strong.” “I would give 
up.” My favorite one is, “Why won’t you move?”

My strength lies within my faith. Our military commit
ment as a family, as an active duty soldier and a loyal mother 
has given my family a unique since of community. That sense 
of community is shattered. We are in the next phase, the ap
peals process.

We hope to relocate again but as Black-American citi
zens and not as convicted felons. I hope that by finally telling 
our story that one day my family can have peace as we did be
fore we moved to Nebraska, “The Good Life, for Whites only!”
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Thirty of the very young sentenced to 
life in Nebraska prisons since 1971
By Mel Beckman, Editor, Nebraska Criminal Justice Review. The following 
article is based on information supplied by the Nebraska Department of Cor
rectional Services and on a 2005 report published by Human Rights Watch/ 
Amnesty International The Rest of Their Lives: Life without Parole for 
Child Offenders in the United States. The report can be viewed at http:// 
hrw.org/reports/2005/usl005/

Thirty prisoners currently in Nebraska’s prisons were 
admitted when they were age 18 or younger and are serving 
first-degree life sentences, most for first-degree murder. This 
means that the maximum number of years each must serve is 
the rest of their lives. The minimum number they must serve is 
also life. Of these 30 “lifers from youth,” one was admitted to 
prison at age 14; two at age 15; two at age 16, 13 at age 17, and 
12 at age 18.

Lifetime sentencing of the very young in Nebraska 
began in Douglas County in 1971. Luigi Grayer was the first 
youth so sentenced. He was admitted to prison when he was 
fifteen. The most recent was a Wisconsin girl, Jessica Reid, 
age 18, admitted to prison this year after being sentenced in 
Cass County. The youngest was Darren McCracken, sentenced 
in Gospers County and admitted to prison at age 14.

Sentencing of the very young to life in prison contin
ues to be legally acceptable in Nebraska. If a juvenile commits 
a crime considered serious enough, and the decision is made to 
try him or her as an adult, there is nothing in the statutes to pre
vent him or her from receiving a life to life sentence.

First-degree life sentences increase dramatically for 
the age 19 to 25 group. According to the Department of Cor
rectional Services, 75 Nebraska prisoners who have first-degree 
life sentences were admitted to prison when they were between 
19 and 25 years old. Adding these to the 30 admitted at age 18 
or younger, a total of 105 Nebraska prisoners could, with good 
reason, be considered as “lifers from youth.” That number is 
particularly striking when considered in relation to the total 
number of life to life prisoners, at whatever age they were ad
mitted, who are currently in the state’s prisons. That number is 
213. Thus, nearly half can be called “lifers from youth.”

The finality of a life sentence for the very young is 
increased when one considers that Pardons Boards in Nebraska, 
for the past fifteen years, have completely stopped granting 
commutation of life sentences to a set number of years, which, 
if granted, would probably allow some “lifers from youth” to 
receive a second chance through access to parole.

Should the very young be imprisoned for life?

In a 2005 report entitled, The Rest of Their Lives: Life 
without Parole for Child Offenders in the United States. Am
nesty International and Human Rights Watch called on the 
United States to “end the practice of sentencing child offenders 
to life without parole. For those already serving life sentences, 
immediate efforts should be made to grant them access to pa
role procedures.”

In the course of their study, Amnesty International and 
Human Rights Watch discovered that there are at least 2,225

prisoners in the U.S. who were sentenced to life in prison for 
crimes they committed as children. The report sees this as a 
violation of international human rights law which “flatly pro
hibits life without parole for those who commit their crimes 
before the age of eighteen, a prohibition that is recognized and 
respected by almost every country in the world. State public 
officials, no less than federal, are required to follow interna
tional human rights law when imposing criminal sentences.” 
The report cites the International Covenant on Civil and Politi
cal Rights (ICCPR) and the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child (CRC).

Article 37 of the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child states: “Neither capital punishment nor life imprison
ment without possibility of release shall be imposed for of
fences committed by persons below eighteen years of age.” 
The Convention has been accepted by 192 out of a total of 194 
countries. The United States and Somalia are the only two 
countries in the world that have not ratified the CRC. Both 
have signed it.

How is the Convention observed in the world outside 
the United States? Amnesty International and Human Rights 
Watch found that about 14 countries have laws allowing for a 
life sentence for youth offenders. But outside the United States, 
only about a dozen child offenders are serving such a sentence 
-  four in South Africa, one in Tanzania and seven in Israel.

The Rest o f Their Lives argues that a sentence of life 
without the possibility of parole is never appropriate for youth. 
“International standards recognize that children, a particularly 
vulnerable group, are entitled to special care and protection 
because they are still developing physically, mentally, and emo
tionally. States are required to offer a range of alternatives to 
institutionalization. The imprisonment of a child should always 
be a measure of last resort, focused on the child’s rehabilitation, 
and for the shortest possible time. While incarceration may be 
proper for youth convicted of very serious crimes such as mur
der, this report argues that a sentence of life without the possi
bility of parole is never appropriate for youth offenders.”

Public officials urged to end life sentences for youth under 
the age of 18

The Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch re
port makes a number of recommendations for change, including 
the following:

For Governors: Propose and urge the enactment of state 
legislation that eliminates the sentence of life without parole 
for any crime committed by a person under the age of 18. 
Until the sentence of life without parole for children is abol
ished, review the clemency application of all child offenders 
sentenced to life without parole and commute their sentences 
to terms of years or give clemency.

For State Legislators: Enact legislation that abolishes the 
sentence of life without parole for any offense committed by a 
child. Such legislation should include a retroactivity provi
sion enabling current child offenders serving life without pa
role to have their cases reviewed by a court for re-assessment 
and re-sentencing to a sentence with the possibility of parole.
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Detail of Nebraska Inmates Serving 1st Degree Life Sentences
Under 19 years of age at admission

August 20,2007

Admit
Date

Name ID Born Admit
age

Current
Age

Race County Offense

2-2-71 LUIGI GRAYER 27642 5-18-55 15 52 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

6-4-74 PATRICK RUSSELL 29333 7-22-56 17 51 White Douglas Murder 1 st degree

5-16-75 JOSEPH MC DONALD 29852 7-26-57 17 50 White Douglas Murder 1 st degree

3-20-75 RODNEY STEWART 30012 2-4-58 17 49 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

9-30-77 BERNARD SCHAEFFER 31404 9-14-60 17 46 White Hall Murder 1 st degree

9-27-78 KELVIN ANDERSON 31978 7-8-62 16 45 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

7-17-81 JUAN BRADLEY 33691 10-4-63 17 43 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

7-28-82 DWAYNE TUCKER 34503 1-22-64 18 43 Black Douglas Murder 1st degree

1-25-83 DALE NOLLEN 34818 5-13-65 17 42 White Washington Murder 1 st degree

6-21-84 DAVID WARE 35781 3-17-66 18 41 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

6-7-88 SYDNEY THIESZEN 38890 11-13-92 15 34 White York Murder 1 st degree

11-9-90 ERIC RAY MC CAIN 41491 5-11-73 17 34 White Dawson Murder 1 st degree

3-5-91 CHRISTOPHER GARZA 41853 5-23-73 17 34 White Douglas Murder 1 st degree

4-29-91 JOHNNY RAY 42051 9-21-72 18 34 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

2-19-92 TERRANCE JOHNSON 42980 9-9-75 16 31 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

6-4-92 AHMAD JACKSON 43321 9-27-74 17 32 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

11-23-93 JEREMY HERMAN 45019 11-23-93 18 31 White Douglas Kidnapping

7-12-94 JUSTEEN WILLIAMS 93559 6-8-76 18 31 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

8-16-94 DARREN MC CRACKEN 45879 12-1-79 14 27 White Gosper Murder 1 st degree

11-3-94 DOUGLAS MANTICH 46157 1-17-77 17 30 N. Amer. Douglas Murder 1 st degree

12-7-94 JASON MARKS 46307 1-31-76 18 31 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

5-6-96 KEVIN ALLEN 48197 7-20-77 18 30 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

5-31-96 GABRIEL HANSEN 48320 6-24-77 18 30 White Douglas Murder 1 st degree

4-14-99 JERROLD MC LEON 52320 9-1-81 17 25 Black Lancaster Murder 1 st degree

6-28-99 DANEL JONES 52594 11-7-81 17 25 White Sarpy Murder 1 st degree

6-28-99 NICCOLE WETHERELL 94369 7-21-80 18 27 White Sarpy Murder 1 st degree

11-19-99 JEREMY GARNER 53147 7-21-82 17 25 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

9-20-00 EARNEST JACKSON 54252 10-21-81 18 25 Black Douglas Murder 1 st degree

8-19-05 JASON GOLKA 62592 11-9-86 18 20 White Sarpy Murder 1 st degree

3-26-07 JESSICA REID 96350 2-22-89 18 18 White Cass Murder 2nd dgree

The above information was supplied by the Nebraska Department o f Correctional Services 
in response to a request from the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review. The website o f the 

Department can be accessed at: www.corrections.state.ne.us
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League of Women Voters of Nebraska 
supports an end to life without parole sen
tences for child offenders.
By Peggy Adair, Nebraska League President. The League e- 
mail address is: lwv-ne@inetnebr.com. Ph.: 402-475-1411.

The League of Women Voters of Nebraska supports 
the abolition of sentencing child offenders to life in prison with
out possibility of parole.

One can argue against sentencing children to die in 
prison on a number of legal and moral grounds. As our society 
matures, our sense of decency evolves as it relates to the treat
ment of child offenders. In 1885, our federal government in
voked the hanging of James Arcene in Arkansas on a bright 
June morning. James, a Cherokee Indian, had participated in a 
robbery and murder. He was ten years old.

We don’t hang ten-year-old children any more. We 
don’t execute 16 and 17-year olds either. But we did, up until 
two years ago when the U.S. Supreme Court held such practice 
to be unconstitutional. We are evolving.

Today, over 2,000 youth offenders are serving sen
tences of life without possibility of parole in the United States. 
It is estimated that there are about 15 such offenders serving life 
sentences in the rest of the world. Either the rest of the world is 
wrong-headed, or we are.

Perhaps it is the youthfulness of our nation that causes 
us to be so irrational when it comes to the treatment of child 
offenders. We are, at 231 years, in the adolescence of our na
tionality. Perhaps we don’t yet have the long-range vision and 
rationality to see the consequences of our actions regarding 
sentencing children to die in prison. And the consequences are 
many.

“My appeals are over...I’m here for the duration...I’ve 
attempted suicide four times, three on pill overdoses, once on 
pills and cutting my wrist. Maybe more than four times. I 
don’t even know what I’m missing, only that I’m missing eve
rything. I wish I could become part of society instead of a part 
away from it. I’ll end up a shell in a mental ward. Don’t even 
like to admit that to myself, but I recognize that I’m not men
tally capable to endure this for another 50-plus 
years.” (Juvenile convicted of first-degree murder for aiding 
and abetting in 1997.)

The differences between childhood and adulthood are 
recognized throughout the world and are incorporated in inter
national human rights documents. The UN Convention on the 
Rights of the Child expressly forbids life imprisonment for of
fenses committed by persons below 18 years of age. The 
United Nations Human Rights Committee has confirmed that 
the United States is violating its legal obligations whenever a 
child offender is given a sentence of life without parole.

The League of Women Voters supports full and active 
participation of the U.S. in the U.N. system, including U.N. 
efforts to ensure respect for human rights and to promote the 
well-being and potential of children. To that end, the League 
supports efforts to end sentencing child offenders to life in 
prison without possibility of parole.

Readers: Would you support new legisla
tion in Nebraska that would eliminate the 
sentence of life without parole for any 
crime committed by a person under the 
age of 18? Why or why not?

Responses will be printed in the December issue 
of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review

Send to: NCJR, c/o Holy Family Church 
1715 Izard Street, Omaha NE 68102, or 
E-mail to mgbeckman@hotmail.com

New help is available for released or soon- 
to-be released inmates who have child sup
port arrears and interest due
By Muirne Heaney, Legal Aid of Nebraska, 
mheaney@legalaidofnebraska. com, 
www. legalaidofnebraska. com

HHS, Legal Aid of Nebraska, the Douglas County 
Conciliation Court and Fathers for a Lifetime have joined 
forces to provide a comprehensive service to non-custodial par
ents who have accrued child support debt while incarcerated.

Beginning in 2008, upon entry to prison, a non- 
custodial parent can have their child support obligation reduced 
commensurate with their earnings. Until and after then, our 
consortium will file complaints to modify child support, pro
vide mediation services to establish a visitation and parenting 
plan, provide education for fathers in an eight-week seminar, 
and provide case management services to assist with finding 
employment and accessing social services to ease the trauma of 
re-entry.

The State of Nebraska has agreed to forgive, upon a 
party’s commitment to this program, one-half of the interest on 
the child support arrears that accrued while the non-custodial 
parent was incarcerated. Upon completion of the program, the 
state has agreed to forgive the other one-half of the interest that 
accrued on the child support arrears while the party was incar
cerated.

While all applicants are eligible to have child support 
reduced, there are some criteria for eligibility in the program 
offered by our consortium. If the underlying offense that led to 
incarceration was a sexual assault, child assault case or assault 
against the custodial parent with a deadly weapon, the case will 
not be accepted into this particular program.

The object of the program is to remove or lessen 
shame as a barrier to contact between children and their parents. 
Individuals who recently have been released from prison or 
know their release date can call our AccessLine at 348-1060 
(Omaha) or our toll-free number 877-250-2016 to apply for this 
program.
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Minneapolis and St. Paul move to en
sure fair hiring provisions so that in
dividuals with criminal records are 
not unreasonably denied employment

rectly relate to the public employment sought and the City is 
inclined to rescind or revoke the offer, the conditional em
ployee shall not be disqualified from the employment if the 

person can show competent evidence of sufficient rehabili
tation and present fitness to perform the duties of the 
public employment sought.

Editor's Note: The material below is based on information 
supplied at the request of NCJR by Mr. Guy Gambill, Advo
cacy Coordinator at the Minneapolis Council on Crime and 
Justice, (612) 596-7628. www.crimeandjustice.org. Last year, 
Minneapolis and St. Paul became the third and fourth cities 
in the USA to remove “\the box” on public employment appli
cations (after San Francisco and Boston). In August of this 
year, Hennepin and Ramsey Counties followed the Twin 
Cties. Mr. Gambill calls this “a movement, not a fad...and it 
is a wise and just movement to join. ” Proponents of the reso
lution felt that the provisions would also serve as a model set 
of procedures for private business to follow in the hiring of 
persons with a criminal record.

Some provisions of the Minneapolis City Coun
cil’s resolution are quoted below:

1. The Department (of Human Resources) will periodically 
review all positions of employment with the City and make 
a good faith determination as to which specific positions 
are of such sensitivity and responsibility that a background 
check is warranted.

If it has been established that a position requires a back
ground check, the City will not conduct that check until 
after the job applicant is determined to be otherwise quali
fied for the position sought and has been offered the posi
tion conditioned on a background check (a “conditional 
employee”).

3. The City will not inquire about the criminal record of a job 
applicant on its application form(s) unless the applicant 
becomes a conditional employee.

4. The City will not conduct, request or accept any back
ground checks which contain information relating to (i) 
records of arrests not followed by a valid conviction; (ii) 
convictions which have been, pursuant to law, annulled or 
expunged; and (iii) misdemeanor convictions where no jail 
sentence can be imposed.

5. If the background check uncovers a prior conviction of a 
crime or crimes, the conditional employee shall not be dis
qualified unless the crime or crimes for which s/he was 
convicted directly relates to the position of employment 
sought.

7. If a determination is made that the conviction does not di
rectly relate to the position sought by the applicant, the 
City will not rescind or revoke the offer of employment to 
the conditional employee.

9. Sufficient evidence of rehabilitation may be established by 
the production of: A) A copy of the local, state, federal 
discharge order; and B) Evidence showing that at least one 
year has elapsed since release from any local, state, or fed
eral correctional institution without subsequent conviction 
of a crime; and evidence showing compliance with all 
terms and conditions of probation or parole; or C) A copy 
of the relevant Department of Corrections discharge order 
or other document showing completion of probation or 
parole supervision.

10. In addition to the documentary evidence presented the City 
shall consider any evidence presented by the applicant re
regarding: A) The nature and the seriousness of the crime 
or crimes for which convicted; B) All circumstances rela
tive to the crimes, including mitigating circumstances or 
social conditions surrounding the commission of the crime 
or crimes; C) The age of the person at the time the crime 
or crimes were committed; D) The length of time elapsed 
since the crime or crimes were committed; and E) All 
other competent evidence of rehabilitation and present fit
ness presented, including, but not limited to, letters of 
reference by persons who have been in contact with the 
applicant since the applicant’s release from any local, 
state, or federal correctional institution.

11. In order to personalize the process, the conditional 
employee will be given an opportunity to present evidence 
of rehabilitation and present fitness to perform the duties 
of the employment in person as well as by the afore
mentioned documentation.

Does your company give a fair 
hearing to ex-felons when they 

apply for a job?

Please help the 
Nebraska Criminal 
Justice Review 
reach its
2008 budget goal 
of $10,000.
Thank you to all 
who contribute!

$ 10,000

$5,000

$ 1,000

8. Conversely, if a determination is made that the conditional 
employee has been convicted of a crime or crimes which di-
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L E T T E R S

Prison wages unchanged for over 15 years
The Department of Corrections used to give prisoners 

cost-of-living increases of a few cents periodically, to keep up 
with inflation, but there hasn’t been an adjustment to the wage 
scale for well over 15 years. The current pay scale varies from 
$1.21 per day (which most prisoners receive), to $2.25 per day 
(which a small portion of prisoners receive), to $3.78 per day 
(which only a few prisoners receive), five days a week.

Each facility has a Canteen that offers a selection of 
store goods, i.e., snacks; writing supplies; pre-stamped enve
lopes ($.46 each); hygiene, health and dental items and other 
necessities. Prisoners are routinely charged more for Canteen 
items than the general public pays for the same items and the 
Canteen prices for some items are raised several times each 
year.

The State Ombudsman’s Office has addressed prisoner 
pay with Director Robert Houston, and Mr. Houston sent a let
ter to Assistant Ombudsman, Carl Eskridge, on June 29, 2006, 
stating in pertinent part: “In January of this year the Department 
began its process for developing the biennium budget submis
sion for FY 2007-2009. We have included per diem funding 
needs of which inmate pay is part of this upcoming discussion. 
We are hopeful, but certainly not assured, that inmate pay will 
be included in the final budget package.” As of September 
2007, there has been no change in the prisoner pay scale.

An article in the July 15, 2007 Omaha World Herald 
reported, “Robert Houston started as state correctional services 
director in 2005 at $103,501, 4.9% more than the $98,677 that 
longtime corrections director Harold Clarke was paid for the 
same job.”

Obviously, prison wages are not a priority in the De
partment’s budget submissions to the Governor’s Office, but to 
be neglected for over 15 years while Mr. Houston pulls in a six- 
figure salary shows no consideration for prisoners who struggle 
to get by from month to month. Do the math, prison wages 
don’t go far in the Department’s Canteens.

David Ditter 32547
Tecumseh State Correctional institution

Sex offender treatment -  how it is
I would like to address an issue in the last Nebraska 

Criminal Justice Review (“Norfolk, first stop for sex offenders 
under new civil commitment legislation”). I took the trip to 
Norfolk. The phases (of treatment) sound good on paper, but 
when they move you to Lincoln its like starting over again. 
Thus, some men feel discouraged. They don’t give up because 
even sex offenders have family and loved ones.

A problem I had with Norfolk. They take men who 
have finished their time, send them two hours from their homes 
and only allow a family a sixty-minute visit. So, it’s a four- 
hour roundtrip from Omaha to visit a patient who is not in jail 
but a treatment facility, for one hour, and gas is $3.35 a gallon. 
It limits those who have family that want to be a part of treat
ment. And believe me, sex offenders need support, with people 
bashing sex offenders for political gain. I’m a sex offender 
who is determined to change.

I will list how the treatment program limits sex offend
ers. We cannot receive any food from our families, unlike other

treatment facilities. No home visits. No interacting in public 
until transition (most sex offenders don’t assault strangers, they 
are in the home). We are not allowed to purchase any snack. 
We are limited to the cheapest meat substitute the state will 
provide. Because it’s a hospital we are told its for our health,{ 
and that we’re not here to worry about the food, do treatment.

There are positive points also. I didn’t truly under
stand the effects of my assaults on my victims who were like 
daughters, and because of treatment I see my distortions clearly.
I believe all sex offenders as well as any abusive felon should 
be in treatment. Our thinking is the same, some just used sex as 
a way to cope.

Terry Moore 
Lincoln Regional Center

Ombudsman’s Office not really effective
Reading recent issues of the NCJR has me believing 

that your staff and readers may be quite misinformed on some 
topics that affect Nebraska inmates. In an article on the Om
budsman’s Office (Nebraska Criminal Justice Review, March 
2007), the message seems to be that they’re sufficiently em
powered to do the job and that they’re doing an effective job. 
In my experience, that is not an accurate depiction.

While the Ombudsman’s Office does have broad in
vestigatory abilities, they do not have any real enforcement 
powers. Because of that, they are very often ultimately ineffec
tive. Even when Ombudsman investigations expose glaring 
inmate abuses and or wrongful treatment by facility staff or 
DCS Administration, there is no enforceable impetus for 
change. And, therefore, change rarely occurs.

I have been in contact with the Ombudsman’s Office 
almost the entire time I’ve been here at Tecumseh, over abusivel 
treatment I’ve received from this facility’s medical clinic. The 
root cause for my problems with the clinic, and most other in
mates’ problems with them, is that our medical care is provided 
by an outside contractor. As a corporation, their primary re
sponsibility is to their shareholders’ profits, not inmate care. 
This is the only Nebraska Department of Correctional Services 
facility with this type of medical service, and inmates at other 
NDCS facilities don’t have our medical service problems. The 
Ombudsman’s Office is well aware of this, but is powerless to 
effect change.

LeRoy Roberts 62410
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

A flaw in the state’s criminal justice system
It is my desire, with this letter, to let as many people as 

possible know about a major flaw in our criminal justice sys
tem. When an inmate who has been convicted of a crime files a 
petition for post-conviction relief, the case is required to be 
returned to the initiating or sentencing court. This means that 
the convicted must appear in front of the same judge who sen
tenced him, and if the prosecutor (county attorney) has not been 
replaced by re-election or retirement, the convicted will again 
face him/her as well.

For obvious reasons, the judge and the county attorney 
are going to be extremely biased against the convicted. One, 
the very records of these individuals as good/fair/just electedi 
officials depends on not making mistakes. Two, attorneys make’ 
money off their record or reputation. To have an individual, 
wrongfully convicted of a crime and sent to prison, be able to 
prove that said conviction was due to overzealous prosecution,
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or error on the part of the Judge, would simply instill no faith in 
those persons’ professional ability.

In addition, the judges and county attorneys are part of 
the same organization, the Nebraska State Bar Association. In 
most post-conviction actions there are at a minimum some 
claims that the convicted received ineffective assistance from 
counsel. For a judge or prosecutor to admit that the convicted 
did in fact receive ineffective assistance from counsel is, in 
effect, tarnishing one of their brethren from the Bar Associa
tion.

Prior to my personal dealings with the system, I would 
never have believed what I am now saying. I hope that, 
through the publication of this letter, some person, or group of 
persons, will look into the possibility of implementing some 
change to the Post-Conviction Act in our state.

Ruben Lopez 55537
Lincoln Correctional Center

An Open Letter of Apology and Pledge
We, the undersigned members of the Harambee Afri- 

kan Cultural Organization, Tecumseh Chapter, in recognition of 
the physical, emotional and financial harm that our individual 
and collective criminal acts have caused, would like to offer our 
profound and sincere apologies to the victim(s) of our criminal 
acts and/or family members.

In addition to the direct victim(s) and family members 
of our criminal acts, we the undersigned would also extend our 
deep and sincere apologies to our own family members, friends 
and communities who were also affected by our criminal acts 
and subsequent absence, as a result of our incarceration, as hus
bands, fathers, sons, brothers, uncles, protectors and providers 
as well as being positive contributors to our communities.

We accept full responsibility for actions and derelic
tion of our duties as men. With this in mind, we hereby pledge 
to take full advantage of this time away to improve the quality 
of our bodies, minds and spirit. We are making the necessary 
changes in our lives to be better husbands, father sons, brothers, 
uncles, protectors and providers. Upon our re-entry into our 
communities, we further pledge to be meaningful contributors 
and that our actions will be to the mutual benefit of ourselves 
and those around us.

Note -  The idea behind this “Open Letter of Apology 
and Pledge” has nothing to do with the Department of Correc
tional Services, Board of Parole, or the Nebraska Judiciary, but 
is the result of the level of consciousness acquired by being a 
part of the Harambee Afrikan Cultural Organization and the 
adoption of traditional Afrikan values and principles into our 
everyday lives. It is also reflective of the profound remorse that 
our consciousness recognizes the wrongs and far-reaching and 
damaging effects our past actions have caused our victim(s) and 
their family members as well as the pain and suffering we have 
inflicted upon our own family members, friends and communi
ties at large. It is a conversation, statement and pledge directly 
from us to all concerned. It is an invitation for a healing proc
ess to begin for all parties.

Signed by 35 members o f the Harambee Afrikan
Cultural Organization at the Tecumseh State
Correctional Institution.

BITS & PIECES

Sexaholics Anonymous. - A 12-step group for those suffering 
from a pornography or sexual addiction. We are similar to A A 
but focus on those with a sexual addiction and want to get help 
to stop. If you are interested in finding out more information 
please contact us at the following address: SA, P.O. Box 
30581, Lincoln NE 68503.

A housing possibility for ex-offenders in Omaha. When 
space becomes available, New Creations rents housing to ex- 
offenders along with other applicants. The housing is located at 
4460 Redman Avenue, Omaha, NE 68104. Phone 402-451- 
6241. Fax:402-451-4126.

No blood donations by inmates. According to a letter re
ceived by a Nebraska inmate from the Department of Correc
tional Services in August, “Department policy does not allow 
for blood donations by incarcerated individuals.” The letter 
stated that this is the common practice for community blood 
donation centers. No reason was offered for the policy or prac
tice. The inmate told NCJR he wished “to donate something 
back to the community he once neglected.”

Sister Helen Prejean to speak in Omaha October 5, 2007.
The author of Dead Man Walking, Sister Helen gives talks 
across the United States and around the world on the sanctity of 
life. She is a leading advocate for the abolishment of the death 
penalty. She will speak at the Annual Dinner of Nebraskans 
Against the Death Penalty, at the DC Centre, 11830 Stonegate 
Circle in Omaha, at 7:00 p.m. For more information or to make 
a reservation: info@nadp.net or 402-477-7787.

Board of Pardons denies commutation for Reginald Bennett
After 29 years in prison and no opposition expressed during his 
July 9 commutation hearing, Bennett received only one vote in 
favor of commutation—from Secretary of State Gale. Gover
nor Dave Heineman and Attorney General Bruning saw no rea
son to overturn the sentence of life in prison. Clemency has 
been denied to all Nebraska applicants for commutation of life 
sentences since 1990.

Private food service contract terminated at Tecumseh. As
of July 31, 2007, the state is again handling food service at the 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution. Aramark Correctional 
Services had the contract since 2001.

Wide racial disparity in incarceration rates in Iowa and 
Nebraska. An AP story in the Omaha World Herald, July 19, 
2007, cited a report of the Sentencing Project, a Washington- 
based think tank. According to the report, in Iowa blacks are 
imprisoned at a rate more than double the national average. For 
every 100,000 people, Iowa incarcerates 4,200 blacks and 309 
whites (13 to 1 ratio). Nebraska incarcerates 2,418 blacks and 
290 whites for every 100,000 people living in the state (8 to 1 
ratio).

Past issues of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review can be 
viewed on the website of Holy Family Church: 
www.archomaha.com/parishes/omaha/holyfam.html
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Prison ministry: Where you can make a difference
This announcement is from St. Timothy’s Lutheran Church, Omaha.

What can people volunteer to do to support people being released 
from prison? That, and other topics, will be addressed at a workshop on Sat-( 
urday, November 17, 2007, from 8:30 to 2:30 at St. Timothy’s Lutheran 
Church at 93rd and Dodge Streets in Omaha.

There is no charge for attending, but space is limited. Call St. Timo
thy’s by November 15 at (402) 391-1144 for reservations. Lunch, refresh
ments and training materials are provided.

Called “Prison Ministry: Where You Can Make a Difference,” the 
workshop is produced by St. Timothy’s, Compassion in Action, Crossroads 
Connections, Released and Restored, and Prison Fellowship. The program is 
repeated quarterly at St. Timothy’s.

Certification of attendance by Prison Fellowship allows participation 
in any Prison Fellowship activities and provides a background for volunteer
ing in other programs.

St. Timothy’s prison ministry focuses on raising the awareness of the 
need for prison ministry in the Omaha area and working to collaborate with 
existing ministries. Activities include weekly Bible study at Work Release, 
“Angel Tree” for children of inmates, providing transportation to church and 
elsewhere, supporting Crossroads Connections Ministry with quarterly ser
vices and dinners, distributing Bibles to inmates, providing training in Omaha 
in conjunction with Prison Fellowship, and serving as a resource for other 
churches wishing to become involved in the ministry
More information; Contact Vicar Lance Ferguson 
at St. Timothy, (402) 391-1144.

Would you prefer to receive your copy of the NCJR on-line?
If you wish, you can receive the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review each 

quarter via e-mail attachment, in pdf format, rather than in hard copy. You can then 
scan it for articles of interest to you, forward it to others, or print it out if you want to 
preserve your copy. If you want to continue receiving hard copies, you need not re
spond in any way at this time. You will remain on our hard-copy mailing list. If you 
wish to begin receiving your NCJR via e-mail, send a message to the e-mail address 
below, along with a phone number, and your name will be removed from the hard
copy list. Either way, we want to stay in touch with you!

mgbeckman@hotmail.com

SUBSCRIPTION FORM
Name___________________________
Add ress____________________ ____

City___________________ State__________
Zip Code_____________________
Phone ( )___________________
E-mail_______________________________

Contribution— $________
(Subscriptions are free, but contributions to Holy Family 
Church to help with costs are encouraged and needed. 
Contributions are tax-deductible.

Mail To: NCJR c/o Holy Family Church 
1715 Izard St., Omaha, NE 68102
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