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Nebraska Democratic Party Conven
tion supports ending juvenile life sen
tences
By Mel Beckman, Editor, Nebraska Criminal Justice Review

A resolution to support legislative efforts to end life 
without possibility of parole sentences was approved this sum
mer by delegates to the state’s Democratic Party Convention. 
The resolution had been approved earlier in the Douglas County 
Democratic Party Convention. It cited the fundamental differ
ences between youth and adults and the great capacity of youth 
to mature and become responsible persons as adults. The text 
of the resolution follows.

WHEREAS the United States Supreme Court has again, in 
Graham v. Florida, reaffirmed the fundamental differences 
between youth and adults in their ability to exercise judgment, 
foresee consequences and resist peer pressure, and

WHEREAS the Court has also noted the greater capacity of 
youth to change, thereby making it impossible to determine at 
sentencing that a youth cannot be reformed, and

WHEREAS Nebraska parents routinely show great patience 
with their adolescent family members and give them many op
portunities to correct their wrong-doings, and

WHEREAS the state of Nebraska with great wisdom elimi
nated the death penalty for juveniles even before it was elimi
nated by the U.S. Supreme Court, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the Democratic Party in Nebraska 
support legislative efforts to eliminate sentences of life without 
possibility of parole for crimes committed by a youth who has 
not yet reached the age of 18.

WHEREAS the American Bar Association has endorsed the 
end to the practice of mandating life sentence without the possi
bility of parole for offenses committed by juveniles,

WHEREAS the new proposed Foundation Statement of the 
Nebraska Democratic Party includes the value of applying re
search knowledge for the good of the people,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Democratic Party 
in Nebraska support legislative efforts to eliminate sentences of 
life without possibility of parole for crimes committed by a 
youth who has not yet reached the age of 18.

Trevelle Taylor, age 17, becomes the 
25th juvenile incarcerated in Ne
braska with a life term

Trevelle Taylor, age 17 at the time of his crime, was 
sentenced to life in prison on August 6th, according to a news 
item in the Omaha World Herald the next day. Convicted in 
adult court of the first degree murder of 20 year old Justin 
Gaines, Taylor received Nebraska’s mandatory sentence of life 
in prison. Because the sentence of life in prison is mandatory 
by Nebraska statute, the sentencing judge, Marlon Polk could 
not choose to give consideration to Taylor’s age. Trevelle, who 
is Black, had “little criminal record,” according to the newspa
per story.

Funeral visits by inmates cancelled: 
Inmates’ humanity under-valued by 
Department of Corrections
By Paul Olson, Chair, Interfaith Ministries Peace & Justice JSA T 

John Krejci, Chair, Interfaith Ministries Prison Committee 
David Orr, Member, Interfaith Ministries Prison Committee 
Mel Beckman, Member, Interfaith Ministries Prison Committee 
Marge Schlitt,, Member, Interfaith Ministries Prison Committee

The Department of Correctional Services has again 
attempted to solve a minor problem with a major assault on 
inmate humanity with the new policy cancelling ALL funeral 
and bedside visits by inmates. (See page 12 for an article about 
the policy by a Department spokesperson)

It is not a matter of budget concerns. One hopes that it 
is not an excuse for DCS convenience or a basic lack of sensi
tivity. In the past, decisions were made on a case-by-case basis. 
This made sense. Only those deemed low risk were allowed to 
go, albeit in humiliating shackles and accompanied by two 
guards, and at their own expense. Is DCS just hiding behind 
the safety fig leaf?

With this new policy, the first example that comes to 
mind is Mondo we langa. He has been incarcerated for over 40 
years, his mother is in her 80’s. Will he be denied a bedside or 
funeral visit? We can understand denying a young gang mem
ber permission to attend a relative’s funeral where a rival gang 
member or a victim may be present. But this is mostly an 
Omaha problem. Should all be punished because of the fear of 
gang violence?

When permission was given on a case-by-case basis, 
questionable requests were refused. The new policy is a “one- 
size-fits-all” mistake. Is the Department unwilling to put forth

Continued on page 9
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How the gym murals came to be painted
By Andrew Westling, an inmate at the Lincoln Correctional Center. Mr. 
Westling’s murals were also the subject of a story in the Lincoln Journal 
Star. Photos are reprinted with permission of the Journal Star.

I won the privilege to paint them from an institutional 
contest, in which we had to submit “concepts” for the Admini
stration to choose from. They leaned toward my ideas and I 
had the knowledge to apply my talent to a large scale.

I started the project essentially on April 1st and I’ve 
been working on it when time permits since then. Four pieces 
have been completed and I am in the process of starting the 
biggest yet—a football scene that will emulate a bronze statue. 
There is talk of additional work. I volunteer my time and I pri
marily use my own brushes. I mix all my paint from primary 
colors plus black and white. The paint is Behr indoor/exterior 
high gloss acrylic enamel. Overall, the cost has been under 
$200 and that money comes from fees collected by inmates’ A 
and R services.

People in the paintings are racially neutral (color of 
flesh tones) so that there’s no ethnic clash. We also do not use 
“Red, Blue” purely to avoid any semblance of gang affiliation 
issues. We also don’t use pure black and white in contrast, for 
the same reason.

We go to prison for our offenses but we can turn that 
in to a positive if we allow ourselves to take advantage of op
portunities for positive growth. When I look at the work, I try 
to envision down the road some kid who comes in...and he con
siders what he might accomplish while here.

Inmates are encouraged to consider a col
lege education
By Kim Grubb, LADC, PLMHP, Chemical Dependency Counselor, Omaha 
Correctional Center, Substance Abuse Unit

Gym at the Lincoln Correctional Center 
has a new look
The photos below are from the Lincoln Journal Star. Reprinted with permis-

Felon, criminal, addict, alcoholic, convict, crook, col
lege student... college student? Felons going to college? Abso
lutely! They can even be eligible for federal financial aid. 
While incarcerated individuals are not eligible for all types of 
financial aid, they are eligible for some. Once paroled or re
leased, they may qualify for most types of aid. At the Omaha 
Correction Center’s residential substance abuse unit, consider
ing a college education is encouraged.

During the final phase of the residential treatment pro
gram, residents are encouraged to begin planning for their re
lease and to set goals. The curriculum includes information on 
going to college and using financial aid. Help sessions are of
fered and staff is available to help interested residents research 
financial aid options as well as complete the forms and answer 
questions.

Many residents never thought their lives would 
amount to much more than their next hustle. With the help of 
the education staff and the GED program, many residents are 
learning how valuable an education is. Residents are going to 
school, earning GED’s, and for some, going to college is the 
next logical step toward making a better life for themselves and 
their families.
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What my prison sentence means
By Gary VanNatter, #53617, Lincoln Correctional Center

When I was sentenced to prison, the Judge set an 
amount of time only. The reality is completely different. Had 
he included the complete scope of my punishment, it would 
have been shocking to me and all others in the courtroom. The 
sentence would have read closer to this:

“Mr. VanNatter, I sentence you to prison in the state of 
Nebraska. You will live in a corrupt society, an environment 
that only someone who has, or is living within it could fully 
understand. A place where you will be stripped of all social 
skills, self-worth, dignity and humanity. A place where you 
will face daily the threats of gang violence, unjustified punish
ment, theft, false accusations and verbal abuse. If you complete 
the years Tve sentenced you to and reenter society as a produc
tive citizen, people will say ‘it was what you needed.’ If not, 
they will say, ‘I told you so.’”

“With the counterproductive prison policies, you will 
live in a world of indifference and cruelty, the very place I send 
you to, to change these behaviors. You will learn that it is re
porting and sensationalism of crime that has skyrocketed, not 
crime itself. Politicians focus on the violent sociopaths and 
pronounce their horrific crimes as a weight to measure the in
nate dangers and incorrigibility of all lawbreakers, this to in
clude you.”

“As perhaps the most perverse component of your 
sentence, society will never listen to you. Your comments on 
crime and punishment will be ignored. You and others (family, 
friends) will see the big picture, yet few will care about the 
politics of crime and the role it plays in the growing state 
budget deficit.”

“The state will spend $35,000 per year to house you in 
the overcrowded system. You will learn very little. Less than 
5% is actually spent on you.”

“Practical education programs that have been proven 
to reduce recidivism drastically will be almost non-existent. 
You will be offered programs to facilitate your release on pa
role, yet you can only take these programs 12 to 18 months 
prior to completing your entire sentence. In all actuality, the 
‘indeterminate sentence’ I am giving you really means nothing 
at all. It merely sounds good to me and the media eats it up 
with the ‘get tough on crime’ idea being fulfilled. It is a farce 
that I will be giving you a chance to get out of prison on parole 
for doing all that will be asked of you in prison.”

“If your opinion ever gets printed in a newspaper, you 
will be perceived as just another inmate unable to accept the 
consequences of his actions, and of being manipulative as well. 
Society will know this to be true because of media sensational
ism of crime, and because you once broke the law. You will be 
a messenger whose message will forever be tainted and self- 
serving regardless of its accuracy. As a Nebraska inmate you 
will be a keeper of an extraordinary story that few people will 
ever believe.”

If nothing changes, nothing changes
By Carla Hanson

Over the last three years I’ve had the privilege to enter 
the Douglas County Department of Corrections in Omaha as a 
volunteer with Good News Jail and Prison Ministry. It’s hard to 
describe the experience of ministering to women who vary in 
age from their 20s to their 50s; from multiple races; those who 
were raised in the church and those who are just starting to get 
the “God thing”; some who are there for a few days and will 
leave to go back to their families and others who are awaiting 
sentencing that may send them to prison for life.

I always come away with a feeling that I have brought 
love to those who feel unloved, comfort when there is no one 
else to comfort and optimism among so much negativity. I’ve 
had the opportunity to pray with, mentor, teach and console 
women in need.

Good News Jail and Prison Ministry will celebrate 50 
years as an organization next year and yet the need causes it to 
continue to grow. New ministries are forming in Bolivia, in 
Pakistan and Iraq as well as in the United States. In Omaha the 
volunteers and chaplains have been providing ministry since 
1975. I often wonder if people in our city realize that nothing 
has changed since 1975. Many have benefited from the minis
try and its programs yet the need continues to grow in our com
munity because nothing in our society has changed.

Many of the people I know would never consider go
ing and spending “time” at the jail. It’s that place downtown 
somewhere. The generation of the 70s has grown up and still 
we think someone else will take care of the children who lack 
parenting and have addictions to drugs and alcohol.

Inmates who receive programming through the minis
try have only a 20 % chance of ending up back in jail or prison. 
Without the ministry and its programs the return rate is nearly 
80%.
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So I will continue going into the jail to visit and minis
ter to women because a scripture verse from Matthew 25 keeps 
playing over in my mind saying “I needed clothes and you 
clothed me, I was sick and you looked after me, I was in prison 
and you came to visit me.” If we don’t who will?

Good News Jail and Prison Ministry Chaplain Morris 
Jackson can be contacted at the Douglas County Jail, 701 South 
17th Street, Omaha, NE 68102. Phone: 402-599-2293, or at 
morris.j ackson@goodnewsj ail. org.

Keep in mind those who are in prison, as 
though you were in prison with them

Hebrews: Ch. 13: V3
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Life without parole sentences are invalid, 
and parole authority should not be condi
tioned upon commutation
By Shakur Abdullah 30012, an inmate at the Omaha Correctional Center.

Life without parole sentences are invalid. Such was the 
determination of the Nebraska Supreme Court in State v. 
Thorpe, 280 Neb. 11, 783 NW2d 749 on June 18, 2010. This 
decision, for the umpteenth time, definitively declared that 
there is no such valid sentence as life without parole (LWOP) 
via a first degree murder conviction in the State of Nebraska. 
Thorpe is the latest case in a continuous line of first degree 
murder cases to invalidate a LWOP sentence, dating back to 
2003. See State v. Gales. 265 Neb. 598, 658 NW2d 604 
(2003), State v. Conover. 270 Neb. 446, 703 NW2d 898 
(2005), Life Sentences and Parole Eligibility, by Steven Ja
cobs, NCJR, Vol. 11, No. 1, pp. 6-7 March 2010.

In 1986, via LB 1241, the Legislature for the first time 
used the word “commuted” in connection with parole eligibility 
dates and parole reviews for lifers. N.R.S. §83-192(l)(f)(v) 
(Reissue 2008). It was a clumsy attempt because the language 
was/is vague and ambiguous. Which minimum life sentence is 
being referred to? Additionally, commutation of a sentence is 
outside the authority of the Board of parole and the Legislature.

The language of LB 1241 is ambiguous because the Leg
islature can’t control or dictate when another constitutional 
body (Board of Pardons) uses its authority. The Legislature 
can’t make the Board of Pardons commute any sentence, so the 
condition of commutation before obtaining a parole eligibility 
becomes an improbable condition. Furthermore, the LB 1241 
change would be a violation of the ex post facto clause if ap
plied to any first degree murder sentence prior to July 16, 1986 
(commutation wasn’t a condition in the law prior to that date). 
However, this is the current reality within the Nebraska Depart
ment of Correctional Services (NDCS). All 1 st degree lifers are 
told that their sentence(s) must be commuted to become eligible 
for parole.

The whole idea that a life sentence must be commuted 
first in order to obtain a parole eligibility date defies clear con
stitutional authority, established history and logic. This idea 
attempts to place a straitjacket on the Legislature and chills its 
authority until the Board of Pardons (executive branch) decides 
(possibly never since its authority is only restricted by the con
stitution) to commute a life sentence. No other criminal offense 
in the state has such a stringent scheme for parole eligibility.

The Board of Pardons’ authority doesn’t supercede the 
constitutional authority of the Legislature to create a parole 
eligibility date, nor does its authority supercede the constitu
tional authority of the Board of Parole to grant a parole. The 
Legislature can’t refuse to exercise its authority to create a pa
role eligibility for first degree lifers simply because it might be 
unpopular or not p.c. The Legislature can’t create a condition 
for first degree lifers to obtain parole eligibility that is so vague 
and not in its control that parole eligibility can never be ob
tained. Such is the case with the commutation idea. Under this 
scenario, it is the Board of Pardons that actually creates a parole 
eligibility date by commuting a life sentence to a specific term

of years. For what purpose? The granting of , e.g., Reginald 
Bennett’s commute of 60 to 90 years (2010), or discharge, as 
was the case with Jerry Erving Jr. (2009).

It is clear that the Board of Pardons has commuted thirty- 
four life sentences since 1969. With a few noted exceptions, 
all those commutations have been for the purpose of parole. 
Jerry Erving Jr. was commuted to discharge/time served after 
being incarcerated for forty-four years. Every other commuta
tion of a life sentence (since 1969) has resulted in two out
comes: (1) commuted to a term of years for parole and (2) com
muted to a term of years for discharge/time served for parole.

In those cases where the Board of Pardons has com
muted a life sentence to a term of years for parole, these are 
clear instances where it (Board of Pardons) created the parole 
eligibility date not the Legislature. This is a violation of the 
distribution of powers. Neb. Const.,Art. II § 1. One branch of 
government can’t exercise authority belonging to another 
branch. The Board of Pardons can’t create a parole eligibility 
date for lifers by commuting their sentence to a specific number 
of years for parole. Only the Legislature can create a parole 
eligibility, as it has done for every other criminal offense in the 
state except first degree murder. Neb. Const. Art. IV § 13. 
Again, Jerry Erving Jr. was commuted to discharge/time served 
by the Board of Pardons. This appears to be the way a commu
tation should happen.

Commutation and parole authority are different and 
granted by separate boards, Board of Pardons and Board of 
Parole, respectively. One authority is not conditioned upon the 
other. Nebraska history shows that lifers have been paroled 
first and commuted later. Clarence Trvz was paroled (11-17- 
1968) after serving eighteen years, and commuted (12-21-1976) 
to forty-five years some eight years later. It appears that Trvz 
and other lifers were commuted to a term of years and dis- 
charged/time served after being paroled first. This might seem 
backwards given all the half-truth, misrepresentation and disin
formation regarding lifers having a parole eligibility. However, 
once a parole eligibility is determined by the Legislature for a 
given criminal offense (even first degree murder), the Board of 
Pardons has no authority over that sentence regarding parole. 
Or, the Board of Pardons could commute a life sentence to a 
term of years for the purpose of discharge after a lifer has been 
on parole.

According to the Nebraska Constitution and history, lif
ers should have a parole eligibility date just like every other 
criminal offense except treason and impeachment. Are lifers 
any less entitled to equal protection of the law than anyone else 
(criminal offense)? Will the Legislature act to correct the defi
ciencies that exist regarding the unclear parole eligibility of 
lifers or continue to allow the constitution to be ignored and 
unenforced?

Help plan the December issue of the NCJR
The next Advisory Committee meeting will be on Monday, 
Nov. 8, 11 a.m. at Holy Family Church, 18th and Izard St. in 
Omaha. The meeting is open to anyone who would like to help 
plan the December issue of the NCJR.
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Do you have a complaint?
The Nebraska Ombuds
man’s Office can help
By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor of Sociology 
and Social Work

DO YOU HAVE A COM
PLAINT? That’s what the brochure of 
the Ombudsman’s Office asks in bold 
type. In small letters it answers, “Help is Available.

I found my interview with Director Marshall Lux and 
his staff at the Office of Public Counsel (the technical name for 
the office of citizen complaints) to be an informative and pleas
ant experience. They openly responded to my every question.

The Ombudsman Office was established in 1969 by 
the Legislature to help citizens cope with the increasing com
plexities of State government. The office investigates com
plaints and makes recommendations. It is a real asset to every 
citizen. In practice, the major source of complaints comes from 
inmates regarding the Department of Correctional Services 
(almost 50%); the second largest area of complaints involves 
the Department of Health and Human Services (about 25%). 
This is not surprising since both are areas of government that 
are designed to serve poor and disenfranchised citizens.

The brochure states that the process is informal. Judg
ing from the brief and simple complaint form, this seems to be 
true. Their location on the 8th floor of the State Capitol build
ing isn’t exactly a walk-in, street-level office, nor is the claus
trophobic ride in the tiny Capitol elevators inviting. But they 
are also available by phone, on the State web site and have a 
post office box number. (Ombudsman Office, P.O. Box 
94604, Lincoln, NE 68509. Telephone: 402-471-2035 or toll- 
free, 1-800-742-7690.)

My interview focused on several current issues. Ten 
years ago, Senator Chambers engineered the passage of LB 
154, mandating a community standard of health care for in
mates, i.e., a level of care equivalent to that of the average citi
zen. Director Lux confirmed that, except for the bumpy begin
nings of health care at the Tecumseh State Correctional Institu
tion, which was contracted out to a private provider, health care 
in Nebraska prisons has greatly improved. Director Lux cred
ited the overall improvement to the efforts of both Corrections 
Director Houston and Medical Director, Dr. Randy Kohl. (I 
write this with an implicit invitation to those who may disagree 
with this assessment to voice their complaints. NCJR always 
welcomes input and dialogue.)

Director Lux and his staff made a special point that 
there has been significant attention not only to physical care but 
increased improvement in mental health care and treatment. 
One of the often unspoken facts about prisons is that a large 
number of inmates suffer mental health problems and have 
clinically diagnosed mental illness. A few years ago, one of the 
medical staff at Tecumseh told me that a hill 25% of their resi
dents were on psychotropic medications.

As with all other state agencies, budget cuts have im

pacted the Department of Correctional Services. DCS has been 
cut back $17 million. This causes some concern for health care, 
but so far the Ombudsman’s office has not seen an increase of 
complaints in this area.

When I asked about the problem of rape in prison, the 
Ombudsman staff did not see it as a significant problem from 
their perspective. Nor was prison violence high on their com
plaint agenda.

Due to the efforts of former Senators Chambers and 
Dwite Petersen, LB 467 was passed in 2008. LB 467 expanded 
the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman’s Office to county jails. 
(Most of us who are interested in improving the prison system 
in Nebraska greatly appreciate what strong advocates these two 
senators were for inmates during their careers. They are both 
greatly missed.) Director Lux did not indicate that the ex
panded duties of his office posed a problem for him.

With regard to problems, Director Lux and his staff 
were in agreement that lack of adequate resources resulted in a 
lack of programming throughout the prison system. This would 
be an ongoing limitation, particularly in these lean economic 
years. They also agreed that the problem of parole eligibility 
for long-term inmates was a long-term and complex problem 
that was related to inadequate resources for programming. The 
“Catch 22” seems to be that their parole eligibility date depends 
on programming and programming depends on eligibility date. 
Preference for programming is given to inmates who are near 
their release date. Long-term inmates continue to be short
changed and shunted onto the slow track. Both the Parole 
Board and Director Houston are aware of this problem, but so 
far, no one has come up with a viable solution.

Although the focus of this article is corrections, a full 
25% of complaints to the Ombudsman involve the Department 
of Health and Human Services, i.e., child welfare, benefits for 
the poor and the like. It is no secret that there is a substantial 
overlap with that population and families of inmates. Although 
there is little evidence of increased complaints in the human 
service area, concern was expressed that the most recent reform 
of child welfare, i.e., the increased privatization and computer 
automation will have a negative impact on health and human 
service clients. One wonders whether the increased depersonal
ization of the system and the continuing inadequacy of re
sources will negatively impact the poor who seek services from 
the state.

Overall, the Ombudsman’s office seems to be open, 
listening and ready to respond to citizen complaints when they 
have problems with the administrative agencies of the state. An 
apt metaphor might be that of a forest which is relatively 
healthy and growing, while at the same time there are still sig
nificant numbers of diseased and rotting trees that need atten
tion. We need to look at both the forest and the trees.

If you see some trees that need healing, pruning, or 
removal, don’t hesitate to contact the Ombudsman’s office, 
using the information given earlier in this article.
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Should 44,000 Nebraskans be disqualified 
for jury service because of past convic
tions?
By Mel Beckman, Editor, Nebraska Criminal Justice Review

A person called up for jury service in Nebraska is not 
allowed to serve if he answers “yes” to the question, “Have you 
ever been convicted of a felony?” Nebraska Revised Statutes, 
Ch. 25-1601 disqualifies for jury service “persons who have 
been convicted of a criminal offense punishable by imprison
ment in a Department of Correctional Services adult correc
tional facility, when such conviction has not been set aside or a 
pardon issued,”

While some felons, like many non-offenders, may be 
happy to avoid jury service, others may see their exclusion as 
overly punitive and unnecessary. They have paid their “debt” 
to society and are now as much law-abiding and tax- 
contributing citizens as anyone else. Why should they have to 

wait many years and incur time and expense 
to go before the Nebraska Pardons Board to 
regain the right to jury service, especially 
since Nebraska has eliminated this require
ment for restoration of their right to vote.

In September of 2004, we noted in this publication that 
44,000 Nebraska ex-offenders would be excluded from voting 
in that Fall’s elections. (The number was based on an article by 
researchers Christopher Uggen and Jeff Manza, entitled 
“Democratic contraction? Political consequences of felon dis
enfranchisement in the U.S,” published in the Dec. 2, 2002 is
sue of the American Sociological Review, Vol. 67, pp. 777- 
803). In March of 2005, the Nebraska Legislature passed LB 
53, giving felons the automatic right to register and vote two 
years after release from prison and completion of parole or pro
bation. There is no longer a need for a felon to approach the 
Pardons Board about voting. So, the question could be asked, 
why not restore the right to jury service in the same way? 
While the 44,000 now have the right to register and vote, they 
are still denied jury service.

Black citizens are disproportionately affected. While 
Black citizens in Nebraska are only 4.6% of the total population 
(U.S. Census Bureau, State and County QuickFacts, 2009), they 
represent 27% of the total prison population (Nebraska Dept, of 
Correctional Services’ 2008 Annual Report and Statistical Sum
mary). If we assume similar Black incarceration percentages in 
past years, and multiply the estimated 44,000 excluded persons 
times 27%, one can see that 11,880 or more Black ex-offenders 
may be excluded in Nebraska. Since Douglas County has by 
far the largest number of Black citizens, one might be con
cerned about what effect jury pool disqualification might be 
having in the County.

In recent years, the Nebraska Minority Justice Commit
tee obtained the addition of State ID card holders to the source 
lists from which jury pools are provided, in an effort to ensure 
more minority representation in the pools. For the same reason, 
the Committee might do well to study the restoration of jury 
service to felons who have completed their sentence.

The exclusion of felons from jury service has a long his
tory. In an article in the American University Law Review, 
Vol. 53, October 2003, Brian C. Kalt, Michigan College of 
Law, shows that both exclusion and inclusion are legal. Ac
cording to Kalt, lifetime felon exclusion is the majority rule in 
the United States, affecting an estimated 13 million people and 
30 % of black men. Lifetime exclusion is used in thirty one 
states and in federal courts. Colorado and Maine do not ex
clude. Many of the rest of the states exclude felons during the 
time of their sentence or for a specified period afterwards. Ne
braska excludes until a pardon has been received.

Kalt writes that, “the most troubling aspect of the persis
tence of the historical aspect of felon exclusion is not that it 
exists, but rather that it has not been accompanied by a more 
probing discussion.” We should begin that discussion in Ne
braska. Do we really need to exclude felons who have served 
their sentence from jury service?

How about a “Parent Court”?
By Fran Kaye, UNL professor, with Taiana Matheny, inmate, Nebraska Cor
rectional Center for Women

On any given day in the United States:
• Between 1.5 and 2.2 million children have a parent in jail 

or prison.
• The average age of these children is 8; 22% are under 5.
• Approximately 75% of incarcerated women and 66% of 

incarcerated men are parents.
• About 50% of inmates in prisons and youth facilities had 

an incarcerated parent.
• Between 6% to 9% of American children will have a parent 

in prison before the child turns 18.

While there are some parents who are so dangerously 
violent and abusive or so neglectful and careless that the child 
is clearly better off with that parent incarcerated, in many other 
cases, imprisoning the parent only further damages an already 
hurting family. Even parents who do not reside with a child 
often provide some financial and other material support, and 
anti-social parents frequently hope that their children will do 
better than they have done, urging them to stay in school and 
out of trouble. Children who lose a custodial parent to the 
prison system may suddenly have to move in with already 
stressed relatives or family friends, or be moved to a foster care 
system, that, as in Nebraska, is having trouble serving all the 
children in its care. Even in the best of situations, a child with 
an imprisoned parent may be stigmatized by other children and 
even by adults. In many cases, a parent’s incarceration perma
nently disrupts a family.

For some children, the incarceration of a parent is only 
one stage in the disintegration of a dysfunctional family and 
cannot readily be isolated from other issues in terms of the 
child’s well-being. Social scientists can see, however, the enor
mous potential for harm to a child in the incarceration of a par
ent. Many states have attempted to mitigate this harm, as have 
individual police officers, judges, prison officials, and social 
workers. Families themselves often work hard and successfully 
to keep children in close contact with imprisoned parents. In 
other cases, inspired foster and adoptive parents provide love,

They have paid 
Their debt to 
society
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stability and success to the children of the incarcerated.
What would happen, however, if we looked at the child, 

rather than the offending parent, as the main focus of the justice 
system? How willing are we to treat children only as 
“collateral damage”? Are the positive effects of punishing a 
parent worth the negative effects of parental incarceration on 
millions of American children? Would we have a better, safer 
society twenty years from now if we concentrated our resources 
on how to make sure those children grew up with the necessary 
tools to avoid becoming future offenders?

We have discovered that increasing incarceration rates 
are not winning the “war on drugs,” and we have moved to drug 
courts, which decrease recidivism and help addicts return to 
responsible citizenship more successfully and less expensively 
than incarceration. Let’s use that experience to envision 
“Parent Courts.” How could we use the arrest of a parent as a 
catalyst for the cure of the family rather than the disintegration 
of the family? Drug courts require their clients to be in school 

or to have a job. They receive intensive 
treatment for their drug and alcohol 
addictions. They are closely managed 
by a probation officer and subject to 
random testing and to quick punishment 
for breaking the rules. They have to 
function, day after day, in the real 

world, not the artificial society of a prison.

How could we use 
the arrest o f  a par
ent as a catalyst 
fo r  the cure o f  the 
fam ily?

Any parent with substantial contact with his/her child 
could be considered for Parent Court and, if approved, choose 
this intense form of probation. If substance abuse was in any 

| way an issue in the case (and it usually is), the parent would 
have to undergo intensive drug and alcohol treatment, including 
sections on anger management and criminal thinking and be
havior. The parent would have to be in school or job-training 
or working, at least part-time. Parents would read to their chil
dren and involve them in other learning activities. Parents of 
school-aged children would be involved with the children’s 
school. The parent would also have to complete parenting 
classes, including sections on household budgeting, food and 
nutrition, child care, and issues in child and adolescent develop
ment and mental health.

The emphasis in Parent Court would be on developing 
and maintaining a stable home environment with one or both 
parents. Relatives, friends, caregivers, and people such as 
teachers, coaches, pastors, and others would provide the com
munity necessary to support the family. Costs would include 
court and probation officers, classes and counseling, and in 
many cases, rent and child care subsidies or even stipends for 
the families. In most cases, this would still be cheaper than 
incarcerating the parent.

Parents may choose to do the crime, but requiring inno
cent children to do the time is not only unfair to the child, but 
counter-productive for society. We must do better.

• s ubmission deadline: Material offered for publication in the 
December, 2010 issue of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
should be in by Dec. 1st. For more information: 402-558-2085.

Photo from website of the Department of Correctional Services.

Nebraska Correctional Center for Women
Editor’s Note: The following information is from the website of the Nebraska 
Department o f Correctional Services and the Department’s monthly data 
sheet for August, 2010.

The correctional center for women at York is the only 
secure correctional facility for adult women in the Nebraska 
Department of Correctional Services. It is located on the out
skirts of York, about 45 miles west of Lincoln. Women in all 
custody levels, minimum, medium and maximum, are housed in 
York.

Besides adult basic education and G.E.D classes, 
women have access to parenting classes, overnight on-grounds 
child visits, extended day visits, and a nursery program. Chil
dren between the ages of 1 and 6 may spend up to five nights 
per month with their mothers in a living unit separated from the 
general population. As of September of this year, 274 women 
were serving sentences at York.

The average cost per inmate per year at York is 
$39,472. Comparing that cost to other prisons, the per-year 
cost at the Penitentiary is lower ($35,182), the cost at the Lin
coln Correctional Center is higher ($40,129), and the per year 
cost at the Nebraska Correctional Center for Youth is much 
higher ($67,247). Three other facilities have much lower costs: 
Community Corrections Center-Lincoln ($17,876); Community 
Corrections Center-Omaha ($21,491) and the Work Ethic Camp 
at McCook ($18,741). The average cost per year per inmate at 
Tecumseh’s State Correctional Institution is $37,660. The cost 
of parole supervision per inmate per year is $3,560.

ANNUAL APPEAL

October is the month in which we ask our 
readers to give something to support 
publication of the Nebraska Criminal 

Justice Review. Please make a 
contribution if you are able to do so.
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N E W S  and H A P P E N I N G S
By Mel Beckman, NCJR Editor

Help for juveniles who acquire a crime record
LB 800, passed in the last session of the Nebraska 

Legislature, allows more juveniles to have their records sealed 
and clarifies the process. Those who can have a record sealed 
are: a) juveniles who are taken into temporary custody but not 
diverted or filed on; b) juvenile law violators (misdemeanor, 
felony & traffic if diverted or filed on in juvenile court) and 
status offenders, and c) juvenile misdemeanor or infraction of
fenders, except for waiverable traffic offenses, who are filed on 
in county court, not felony offenders who are filed on in district 
court.

If the juvenile is not filed on, the prosecutor will auto
matically have record of “arrest” sealed. If diverted and diver
sion is satisfactorily completed, the prosecutor will automati
cally have record of “arrest” sealed. If the juvenile was filed on 
and has successfully completed probation, supervision, treat
ment, rehabilitation or sentence, the court can initiate proceed
ings to seal upon the motion of the juvenile or upon the court’s 
own motion. If the juvenile has reached 17 years old and has 
successfully completed probation, supervision, treatment, reha
bilitation or sentence, the court will automatically initiate pro
ceedings to seal the records.

When applying for jobs, the person whose record has 
been sealed may respond to questions as if no record exists.

Questioning of sex offender registry is reported
According to a July 10, 2010 World Herald 

“Exclusive” article by reporter Paul Hammel, a legal challenge 
to LB 285 is underway before Judge Richard Kopf and every
one is waiting to see how he will rule on Nebraska’s new sex 
offender registry legislation. In a preliminary ruling in Decem
ber of last year, he upheld most of the new law but he also 
wrote, “I am pretty sure that this (new law) will divert attention 
and money from policing the monsters (and God knows there 
are plenty of monsters out there).”

Hammel reports that sheriffs in Douglas and Lancaster 
County have said they’ve either added or are seeking to add 
front-desk workers to handle the 2000-plus new visitors (sex 
offender registrants) to their offices each year. One sheriff said 
tickets written for failure to comply with the new law have in
creased four-fold. Douglas County Sheriff Tim Dunning was 
reported to prefer the old law, which focused on classification 
according to risk to reoffend. Joe Nigro, a deputy Lancaster 
County public defender was quoted as saying, “A lot of time, 
the Legislature passes feel-good legislation so they can say 
they’re being tough on sex offenders.”

A quicker trip to the State Parole Board?
At an August 23rd Judiciary Committee hearing, Cor

rections Director Bob Houston was quoted as saying that low- 
risk individuals would be under consideration for a quicker trip 
to the State Parole Board. (“Early Release of inmates pro
posed,” Omaha World Herald, August 24, 2010) Those eligi
ble would be non-violent inmates within one to two years of

release. Houston stated that last year, 632 new inmates arrived 
with less than a year left on their sentences. About 2,770 of 
Nebraska’s 4,453 prison inmates have less than two years left to 
serve, if good time is figured in. According to the article, Pa
role Board Chairwoman Esther Casmer cautioned that not all 
inmates want to be paroled or meet the qualifications. But she 
said she is not fearful of paroling some inmates earlier if they 
receive the right support and programs. The Judiciary Commit
tee was conducting a hearing to determine how the state agen
cies under its watch can cut annual spending by 5%.

Nebraska Pardons Board commutes another life 
sentence

For the second time, in two decades, the Nebraska 
Pardons Board (Governor Heineman, Secretary of State Gale, 
and Attorney General Jon Bruning) has commuted a life sen
tence. The first was Jerry Erving, Jr., in November of 2009 and 
in August of this year, Reginald Bennett. Mr. Bennett’s com
mutation was approved as the result of a 2 to 1 vote, with Gale 
and Bruning in favor and Governor Heineman objecting.

Cornhusker State Industries’ Braille operation
A Braille unit is among the shops operated by Com- 

husker State Industries within the Nebraska Department of Cor- 
rections. The “Prose and Cons” Braille unit began operations 
inside the maximum-security unit of the Penitentiary in 1980. 
It began as a volunteer project for inmates interested in learning 
Braille transcription and provided an opportunity for inmates to 
learn a skill and produce a service that is helpful to society. 
The volunteer effort evolved into a full-time business.

In 1985, Cornhusker State Industries, part of the Ne
braska Department of Correctional Services, took over the pro
ject and added it to existing industry programs. Prose and Cons 
has grown into a shop that employs 30-40 men and is finan
cially self-supportive. Braille transcription, Large Print materi
als or Braille writer repair services have been provided to virtu
ally every state in the U.S. as well as some foreign countries.

The above information about the project, and more, is 
under Cornhusker State Industries, on the website of the De
partment of Correctional Services: www.corrections.state.ne.us.

COSA—Circles of Support and Accountability 
for sex offenders

In April of this year, the Nebraska Criminal Justice 
Review and Inter-Church Ministries of Nebraska co-sponsored 
a presentation on Circles of Support and Accountability—a 
program for sex offenders which is found in Canada, England, 
California, and Minnesota. The presenter was Dr. Clare Ann 
Ruth-Heffelbower, Director of the California program. Her 
presentation was attended by about 50 persons from the com
munity, Probation, Parole, Corrections and other agencies.

Since April, a Coordinating Committee for the Devel
opment of COSA in Nebraska has been formed and three meet-

http://www.corrections.state.ne.us
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ings of the Committee have been held, two in Lincoln and one 
in Omaha. The intent is to organize a program which, in the 
future, will be able to provide circles of trained volunteers from 
the community to help sex offenders transition successfully 
from prison and not re-offend.

“Circles” are typically composed of an individual sex
ual offender who needs and wants help to avoid re-offending, 
and four or five community volunteers. A circles program is a 
positive, pro-active, welcoming approach to sex offenders. It’s 
two guiding principles are no more victims and no one is dis
posable. It is both a public safety program for the community 
and a restorative program for the offender.

Currently in the planning stage is a solid training 
course for volunteers and a process for referral of sex offenders 
to the program by Probation, Parole and other agencies. Staff 
from a number of these agencies have been generous with their 
time. While the program is not envisioned as being operated by 
one or more state agencies, their involvement is seen as critical. 
The program’s leadership, funding and other matters remain to 
be worked out.

To receive updates and meeting notices regarding 
COSA Nebraska, send an e-mail to: melbeckman@cox.net.

84 year sentence for 16 year old youth is over
turned by an appeals court

A sixteen-year-old California youth, convicted of rob
bery and carjacking, and sentenced to 84 years in prison, will be 
given a chance to gain his freedom someday if he shows matur
ity and rehabilitation. The Second District Court of Appeal in 
Los Angeles told the trial judge to resentence Victor Mendez. 
The Court considered the 84 year sentence as the practical 
equivalent of life without possible parole, and in violation of 
the constitutional ban on cruel and unusual punishment. This 
news item is from the Sept. 2, 2010 San Francisco Chronicle.

Funeral visits (Continued from page 1)
the extra effort to show human compassion? I pleaded with 
Director Houston to allow exceptions to the blanket policy. 
Although he is basically a compassionate person, he said this 
was not an option. He did, however, say that inmates classified 
“Community Custody” (work release and work detail) would 
still be eligible to request funeral visits. This would include 
only about 500 of the 4400 inmates. Director Houston has tried 
to find ways to mitigate this policy. He spoke of extended vis
its and video visits at some future date, but these are no substi
tute for attending the funeral of a loved one or visiting them in 
their last hours. This seems to be a case in which the needs of a 
very imperfect bureaucracy, the system, overrides the compas
sion of men and women of good will.

In fairness to the Department and Director Houston, 
there may be some safety concerns. I understand that there was 
one escape attempt in the past and a correctional officer was, 
one occasion, assaulted. But this has happened on medical vis
its more than once. If it were not for LB 154, which mandates a 
community standard of health care for inmates, the Department 
might want to forbid outside medical visits as well.

Many, who are interested in reforming Nebraska pris
ons, on hearing about the policy, have been unambiguously 
opposed to and angered by this decision. Emotions at the time 
of the death of a family member are very strong. Denial of seri
ous illness and funeral visits could cause the Department more 
problems than the ones the policy is meant to solve.

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

A critique: Article on funeral visits by inmates (see page one and above)
By Robert Houston, Director, Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services

Paragraph one states we are acting on a “minor problem.” The situation referred to later in this article was not a minor inci
dent. The assault occurred in late 2009. A DCS Staff Member was struck in the face and verbally threatened with gun violence to be 
carried out by his “friends.” The inmate said he was escaping and told DCS staff to remove his restraints as he spoke of this pending 
violence.

The inmate capacity at our community centers is understated: We have 400 inmates at CCCL, 180 at CCCO and nearly 100 
at WEC who are all eligible for funeral/bedside furloughs. Further, some of our 1200 minimum custody inmates may also be consid
ered.

I find no connection between the funeral/bed-side visits and medical travel orders. This draws a comparison between in
mate travel orders that are mandated by law with travel that is not mandated. DCS is not obligated to allow any inmate to furlough 
for funeral and bedside visits. However, we have chosen to allow this to occur if the furlough meets our criteria.

I appreciate the comment, “he is basically a compassionate person.” Please be assured that I have been addressing issues 
concerning this travel for over 30 years. This change was a difficult decision for senior management and was made only after it be
came obvious to us that inaction was no longer an option.

Although I wish the article was written differently, I believe the above at least presents a larger perspective.
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The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sen
tencing of Youth: Who we are
The following is from a Coalition flyer entitled, “Who we are: A Statement of 
Principles. ”  The Coalition is an Omaha-based, state-wide organization seek
ing a legislative end to life without possibility of parole sentences for youth 
under 18.

1. The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing of 
Youth believes in sentencing for youth that reflects our val
ues, moral beliefs and the fundamental difference between 
youth and adults. Youth are still developing, both physically 
and emotionally, and their brains, not just their bodies, are not 
yet fully grown. Therefore, youth have greater potential to 
grow and change.

2. When young people commit serious crimes, they should 
be held accountable, but in a way that reflects their capacity 
for rehabilitation. Therefore, we believe that youth under the 
age of 18 should never be sent to prison for the rest of their 
lives without possibility of meaningful review and parole.

3. Eliminating life without parole sentences will allow for 
careful reviews to determine whether, many years later, youth 
offenders continue to pose a threat to the community. There 
would be no guarantee of release -  only the opportunity to 
prove remorse and rehabilitation. This alternative to life 
without parole sentencing appropriately reflects the special 
needs and rights of youth and focuses on rehabilitation and re
integration into society.

4. Sentencing juveniles to life terms without the possibility 
of parole is inhumane, inappropriate and unnecessary to 
protect our communities. The sentence sends an unequivocal 
message to young people that they are beyond redemption. We 
believe that careful, periodic reviews of juvenile life sentences 
will ensure that young people are given an opportunity for reha
bilitation before they die. We believe that providing the oppor
tunity for rehabilitation for youth reflects our values, moral 
beliefs, and the fundamental difference between youth and 
adults.

n meetings: 7:00 p.m. on the first Wednesday of 
th, at Augustana Lutheran Church. 3647 Lafayette 
Omaha. Call 402-558-2085 for more information, or 

cox.net.

n website: www.juvenilejusticenebraska.

on news and updates by e-mail: Contact 
at: sforrest@voicesforchildren.com.

al Campaign for the Fair Sentencing of 
th, website: www.endjIwop.org

Editor’s note: Trevelle Taylor (See news item on page one) has joined 24 
other men and women serving a life sentence in Nebraska for crimes commit
ted while they were under age 18. Approximately 2500 are in various prisons 
around the United States. Other countries have none, according to researchers 
at the Center for Law and Global Justice at the University of San Francisco 
School of Law. The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing of Youth 
is one of a number of state-wide organizations working to end life without 
possibility of parole sentences for youth.

Michael J. Bradley, Yes, Your Teen is 
Crazy!: Loving Your Kid Without Losing
Your Mind, Gig Harbor, WA: Harbor Press, 2002

Dr. Michael Bradley is a licensed child psychologist from 
Philadelphia, who wrote Yes, Your Teen is Crazy based directly upon 
his many years o f serving troubled adolescents. While the intended 
audience is parents, the book includes much material that helps every
one understand why young people’s behavior can range from ex
tremely irritating to downright evil-and what adults can productively 
do about it.

Bradley begins with a discussion o f how our understanding 
o f brain functions in adolescents has developed over the last 25 years. 
He cites two studies and their surprising results. First, the corpus cal
losum, the set o f nerves that links the various parts o f the brain to
gether and “is critical to things like intelligence, consciousness, and 
self-awareness” develops through the teens and into the twenties. 
Second, the prefrontal cortex, that part o f the brain that allow us to 
process the emotional responses of the limbic system and controls 
“impulse restraint and rational decision-making” only matures during 
the teenage years. Thus, even the average, normal teenager is on some 
level “crazy” because he or she has “neurologically deficient controls 
to moderate these impulses and to understand the likely outcomes o f 
their actions.” (Pp.6-8)

While most of the consequences of such brain development 
are adolescent moodiness, rebellion, risk-taking, and other familiar 
behaviors, some teens become involved in violence. Bradley points 
out that youth crime in general has declined recently and that current 
youth violence is, paradoxically, both less common and more deadly 
than it has been in the past. High school students are more likely than 
in the past to carry guns, although they are still very unlikely to use 
them. When they do, however the result is devastating. Bradley tells 
us, “While our juvenile crime rate is declining, those same CDC statis
tics point out that our nation leads the world in murdered children. O f 
the world’s 26 wealthiest countries, we lose more o f our kids to homi
cide than the other 25 combined.” (P. 34)

Bradley is particularly opposed to the idea o f treating these 
juvenile offenders, even those who commit the most horrendous of
fenses, as adults. “These perpetrators are children. Dangerous? Of
ten. Capable o f doing terrible things? Most certainly. Big, imposing, 
coldly calculating, uncaring, and frightening? Yes, sometimes. Be
yond rehabilitation? Maybe, but maybe not. Who is able to make that 
call?” (P. 79)

He finds it paradoxical that the kids whose behavior most 
clearly demonstrates that their brains are not working maturely are the 
ones who are most likely to be held to adult standards and adult pun
ishments. He strongly supports a separate juvenile justice system that 
provides therapeutic intervention rather than incarceration in adult 
prisons. “The number-crunchers keep quietly pointing out that treating 
children as juvenile offenders is actually much more cost effective than 
incarcerating them with adults . . .” N or does “getting tough” on 
juvenile crime by treating offenders as adults reduce juvenile , not one 
o f which is related to adult prosecution o f children.” (P. 81)

Bradley has a proven history o f working successfully with 
troubled kids and their families. His clinical insights can teach all o f 
us how better to treat our children and how to reduce the occurrence 
and to mitigate the consequences of juvenile crime.

Reviewed by Dr. Frances W. Kaye
University o f Nebraska-Lincoln
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L E T T E R S
Buyer beware!

I have a “buyer beware” I would like to bring to the 
public eye. Two years ago I received information about a com
pany that wants to help inmates prove innocence or get some 
relief from excessive sentences and constitutional and due proc
ess violations. I sent the company a “one time fee of $100” and 
in return was to receive a report on how to help myself out with 
legal issues.

It has been two years now and the company has 
changed addresses at least three times, including a move from 
one state to another, and has changed phone numbers at least as 
many times. I have been in contact with a well-respected attor
ney and was supplied with information that shows the company 
to be a fraud, and possibly run by “a former inmate (or maybe a 
future inmate).”

My advice to the readers of this publication is to not 
fall for ads such as this without doing a good investigation into 
the claims that are made.

Danny Ball 61451 
Lincoln Correctional Center

Parole Board is unresponsive
I’m responding to the letter to the Editor in the June 

issue of the NCJR about the Parole Board’s unresponsiveness to 
those who have put forth a positive attitude and efforts to 
achieve rehabilitation.

After taking a plea to 2nd degree murder in 1999, I 
,have been eligible for parole since April, 2009. The Board is 
'making me do all of my 25 year sentence even after the Depart
ment of Correctional Services recommended a parole final if 
the Parole Board were to agree. In addition, I have completed 
the drug & alcohol outpatient program, not to mention that 
mental health (c-sort team) advised me that I need no further 
mental health treatment on a correctional level. Plus, I haven’t 
received any misconduct reports since May of 2007.

I find the practice of the Parole Board confusing. 
Clearly, when a judge sentences a person to a minimum term he 
assumes that, with good behavior and no loss of good time, the 
person will be released on parole. There is no public interest in 
paying $30,000 per person per year in prison, for many years 
past the projected parole eligibility date, instead of the $5000 it 
costs to parole.

The Board has no business second-guessing the court 
and should become a part of the overall rehabilitative process. 
When the Board is guided by fear of losing their jobs if some
one re-offends, they are not functional. Everyone dreads job 
loss, but for the Board, they must reduce the risk of error by 
creative structuring of paroling, not by refusing to do the very 
job they are paid to do.

Kenneth Kratochvil 54370 
Omaha Correctional Center

“Boiler Plate” responses from the Parole Board
I am writing this letter to thank you for hearing in- 

i mates out. I read the article called “Playing God with inmate’s 
lives,” and I could not agree more.

1 have been incarcerated since 2001. During the lower 
number of my sentence I met all the requirements set by the

Parole Board. One would think I would move forward.
I have been eligible since 2008 and have had institu

tional support for the last two years. I completed the program 
at the Lincoln Regional Center and program at the Lincoln 
Correctional Center. The Regional Center recommended parole 
and said I was low risk to reoffend. In most states, parole is run 
by a commission, not a board. By its standards I would have 
had a final two years ago when I completed all my program
ming. I believe this is what needs to happen in Nebraska.

Instead, they use “boiler plate” responses such as “Due 
to the seriousness of the crime.” They also use, “Your contin
ued correctional treatment, medical care, vocational training 
would substantially enhance your capacity to lead a law-abiding 
life.”

I have seen the Board eight times and have been turned 
down every time. The emotional rollercoaster that this puts the 
inmate through is bad. We are not given a chance even when 
we have completed all recommendations.

Charles McFarland 57100 
Omaha Correctional Center

A memo of degradation
A recent memo, dated September 7, 2010, from the 

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services Director, pro
hibits any inmate from attending funerals or having death bed 
visits with dying loved ones. A general reason of safety and 
security is given for such a policy, which I question as being 
unreasonably inhumane.

Respectfully, I would like to think that the Department 
recognizes that this irrational policy creates a threat more than 
it solves any. In fact, telling an offender that his loved one has 
died and he can’t attend his funeral sounds like a good recipe 
for disaster. These sort of visits allow one to pay their respects 
and participate in one of the most fundamental aspects of the 
grieving process. Thus, prohibiting this is absurd if not cruel. 
This memo is only one-sided and intends to only benefit the 
facility and not an offender. What a shame!

Personally, I would gladly pay to go to my loved one’s 
funeral or death bed visit, with a straight jacket, an electronic 
shock belt, and a police dog if that’s what it would take to make 
the Department feel secure. There’s obviously a better solution.

Tyler Keup 55423 
Lincoln Correctional Center

Religious Coordinators at the prisons
Information from the Religious Coordinator’s office at NSP.

Diagnostic and Evaluation Center, Pastor Ed Price, 402-479-6353.

Lincoln Correctional Center, Chuck Glenn, 402-479-6134.

Nebraska State Penitentiary, Melanie Dehning, 402-479-3496, and 
Steve Marsh.

Omaha Correctional Center, Dr. Bob Carlbert, 402-595-3963.

Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility, Marilyn Asher, 402-595- 
2000.

Nebraska Correctional Center for Women, Cheryl Philbeck. 402- 
362-3317.

Tecumseh State Correctional Institution, Bob Boyd, 402-335-5148, and 
Tam Davis, 402-335-5149.
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Security-escorted travel of inmates to funerals and 
bedside visits ended
By Dawn-Renee Smith, Legislative and Public Information Coordinator at the Nebraska Dept 
of Correctional Services. |

Effective September 7, 2010, the Nebraska Department of Correc
tional Services (NDCS) ended all security-escorted travel of inmates to funer
als and bedside visits. This policy does not change unescorted travel or fur
loughs by low custody inmates.

Previously, this security-escorted travel had included attendance at 
funerals and visits to hospitals and the private homes of critically ill family 
members. This practice had been in place for several decades, having begun 
at a time of comparatively low inmate population count.

While no single event has led to this change, several incidents during 
the past two (2) years, including an escape attempt and an assault, highlighted 
our need for this shift in policy. The decision was made for safety and secu
rity concerns for the public, the inmates, and the escorting staff. Trips to fu
nerals, private homes, and hospitals provide opportunities for escapes, as
saults, the passing of contraband and access to weapons.

The Department recognizes how critical family relationships are to 
the rehabilitative process. Its commitment to maintaining the bond between 
inmates and their families remains a priority. Several alternatives have been 
developed to address the difficult times during critical illness and death of 
immediate family members, to include special/ extended visits and/or addi
tional phone calls.

Editor’s Note: See pages 1 and 9 for related articles.

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

Thank you to all who sent a contribution 
after the last issue!
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