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Assisting Victims of Crime
By Jo Anna Briggs

With the gift o f  listening comes the gift o f  heal
ing, because listening to your brothers and sis
ters until they have said the last words in their 
hearts is healing and consoling. Someone has 
said that it is possible “to listen a person’s soul 
into existence. ” I  like that.

Catherine de Hueck Doherty

I was sitting in a meeting the other day and a person 
made the comment that there are victims and then there are 
survivors. There is a difference he said. Why is that? This 
essay is about our (the community’s) response to victims of 
crime. This is about what we could do to have all victims re
cover.

I must first say that I believe that people first need to 
step up and take responsibility for responding to inappropriate 
behavior. Inappropriate behavior may lead to criminal acts. By 
doing nothing, we are doing something. We are setting an ex
ample for our children and our community. We only need to 
think about the times we may have suspected violence in a 
home and did nothing or witnessed an assault but did not want 
to get involved. How would we feel if no one heard and acted 
upon our cries for help?

I think of the time I was at the Penitentiary speaking 
on a Victim Impact Panel. At the break a young man ap
proached me and told me that what I said about crime victims’ 
reactions made sense to him. When he was 7 years old his bike 
was stolen and he promised himself that no one ever would 
make him feel so hurt again. He is now in prison for murder. I 
often think of him and wonder how his life would have turned 
out if a community gathered around him and was able to restore 
him with the gift of another bike. What if someone told him 
that it was not his fault and listened to his story.

Society has a responsibility to uphold the laws and 
assure victims that they are doing the right thing by reporting 
crime. Everyone should encourage reporting—and hold those 
who commit crimes accountable for their actions. Once victim
ized, a person goes though a recovery process. For some people 
the process is minimal. For others the process may take a long 
time. In order for victims of crime to recover from their experi
ence mentally, physically, emotionally, and financially, they 
need to receive respect, support, and protection from law en
forcement, the judicial system, and the community.

In Crime in the United States, 2009 U. S. Department of Jus
tice Report we see the rate of clearances (arrests) are very low. 
The numbers go even lower with the conviction rates. In the 
Midwest it is reported that 40.5 % of all reported violent crimes 
lead to an arrest. Only 18.5 percent of property crimes that are 
reported to law enforcement are cleared.

Crime in the United States, 2009 U.S. Department of Justice - 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. Released September, 2010.

Clearance Figures
Percent of crimes cleared by arrest or exceptional means, 2009

Murder and non-negligent manslaughter 66.6%
Forcible rape 41.2%
Robbery 28.2%
Aggravated assault 56.8%
Burglary 12.5%
Larceny-theft 21.5%
Motor vehicle theft 12.4%

(the first four above are violent crime, the rest property crime)

That leaves a lot of victims literally paying for being 
victimized. There is no arrest, there is no chance of restitution. 
And there is no return of property or sense of justice. There is 
no victim offender mediation without an offender. There is a 
victim—standing alone—waiting for their community to under
stand their pain, waiting for some help in rebuilding their lives, 
waiting for someone

HELPING THE VICTIM OF A CRIME
When we think about crime, we usually think about catching the crimi
nal. The victim can get lost in the shuffle. Each of us can help victims. 
Even little things mean a lot.

•  Don’t blame the victim.
•  Don’t tell the victim he or she is silly for being upset, angry, or afraid.
•  If the victim hasn't told the police, offer to go with him or her, drive him 

or her, or help in any way to file a report.
•  Let the victim know you are sorry about what happened.
•  Help the victim repair the damage, install a new lock, or replace important 

papers.
•  Stay with the victim if he or she is feeling upset or fearful.
•  Be willing just to listen to the victim talk about the crime. It's therapeutic 

for some victims.
•  Help with transportation, babysitting, cooking, or other everyday needs.
•  Accompany the victim to the police station, hospital, or court.

(prepared by the Natl. Crime Prevention Assoc.)

I hope that this has helped some of you feel more com
fortable helping people who have been victimized by crime. By 
involvement and example we can make a difference. Have a 
safe and happy new year.

Nebraska Coalition for Victims of Crime, Toll-free, 
1-800-944-6282, M-F 8-4:30. Website: www.necvc.orgMost crimes are not cleared by an arrest or a referral.
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Recidivism and the need for transitioning 
guidance
By former inmate, Connie Gibbs

My name is Connie Gibbs and I was incarcerated in 
the Nebraska Prison System from March 3, 2009 until February 
24, 2010, as the result of a DUI. My therapist, Ms. Christy 
Meyer, LMHP, LPC, LADC, and I decided it would be benefi
cial for me to continue my therapy after I was sentenced, via 
mail correspondence and visits. This unique method of therapy 
proved to be very beneficial to me and has produced earth- 
shattering revelations that contributed greatly to my recovery.

While I was residing at Community Correction Center, 
Lincoln, I had been communicating with Ms. Meyer my con
cerns in regards to “institutional” spirituality and rehabilitation, 
which is being obtained during incarceration and seems to dis
appear when inmates re-enter society. Now, having gone 
through the extremely difficult process of transitioning “home” 
from prison myself, it is obvious to me that there is a program
ming void, and there is a true need to fill it. The type of transi
tioning guidance that I received from my therapist, could very 
well be “the missing piece” that would solidify the rehabilita
tion and spirituality that has been gained superficially in the 
prison system.

...so they are able 
to re-learn, or
learn for the first 
time, how to live 
in society.

Because of the necessary de
humanization and institutionalization 
process incurred during incarceration, 
many lose the ability to “feel” and 
“take in” their surroundings and what is 
happening to them, as a psychological 
means of enduring what they are going 
through and what is happening to them. This is an important 
reality while incarcerated; unfortunately when the Inmate is 
released back into society there is no programming available to 
“undo” these processes. There is a true need here, at this stage 
to undo the affects of institutionalization, and re-humanize the 
inmates so they are able to re-leam, or learn for the first time, 
how to live in society. This “void”, or missing peace of the puz
zle, appears to me, to be where we are losing so many to recidi
vism.

Transitioning programming was not an institutional 
option, so the success of my own transition home was of grave 
concern to me. My foresight told me that this changed woman 
was a far-cry from the one who entered the system, so long ago, 
and was not going to fit easily into the space I left behind. What 
is more, I no longer desired to fit into that space. I would be re
entering a society and life, which had become foreign to me. I 
knew the adjustments were going to be difficult ones and that if 
I was going to get myself off to a good start, on a new path, I 
had better be laying the ground-work long before I was actually 
released. Ms. Meyer and I addressed these concerns and put 
together a pre-transitioning therapy program designed with my 
own particular issues and needs in mind. How incredibly 
blessed and fortunate I am to have the devotion and profession
alism of a therapist, such as this, who was willing to go the ex
tra mile with me. The results have produced positive changes 
that I can now take with me into my next journey and through
out the rest of my life.

Ms. Meyer and I kept documentation of the emotional

and psychological changes that occurred in me, as well as in 
those around me. We concluded that the success of my transi
tion out of prison could be some-what dependent on undoing 
the damage that was done to me during my incarceration. 
Though the dehumanization and institutionalization may have 
been beneficial for survival while incarcerated, it would cer
tainly be quite the opposite once released. It would be important 
at this point, that I be able to “feel” and “absorb” what was hap
pening to me and that in order for that to be, we would need to 
find a way to reverse the affects of institutionalization and re
humanize me. Using the documentation as a guideline and 
through experimentation, we were able to find a comfortable 
progression and I began the process of becoming “whole” 
again.

I believe the most difficult, of many, emotional stum
bling blocks in my own transition home, was in finding my way 
to “where I now belong” in the lives of my loved ones who had 
to find their own way to “go on” in my absence. The changes in 
their individual lives and relationships are many, and the fact 
that they had learned to live their everyday lives without me in 
them, made it an almost uncomfortable, uneasy reunion, and 
none of us really knew what to expect or how to act. It proved 
to be very difficult and time consuming for me to realize that 
this “moving on” process was what they needed to do to adjust 
to my temporary absence and that, though it made me feel that I 
was being “left behind and abandoned”, it was indeed the natu
ral progression of their own coping. How incredibly odd and 
heart-wrenching that felt. In learning however, what the entire 
process meant for each of us individually and that it was a nec
essary separate and adjoining journey, we have been able to 
come through it with an even stronger bond than before.

Another stumbling block that was very difficult for me 
to overcome and for my loved ones to understand was my ex
treme sensitivity, an overwhelming feeling of being judged, and 
an incredible suspicion of people and their motives. I do still 
struggle with this one, but am improving. I still feel uncomfort
able in public and in crowds.

These are only a couple, on a very long list of transi
tioning obstacles, that could have had grave consequences if 
they had gone unnoticed or had been “swept under the rug”. I 
imagine that these kind of obstacles must be nothing short of a 
nightmare for those who have been incarcerated for much 
longer than I, and have nowhere to turn for the proper therapeu
tic guidance to help them though it.

It would seem to me that, we, as a society, are assum
ing that those who re-commit after being released from prison/ 
jail just “don't care” or have become hardened criminals. Many 
of these people may have simply not had the process of incarceration 
“undone” and never really had a fair chance at properly transitioning 
back in to society. Perhaps they truly did have the desire and intention 
to reform, but were not properly equipped to do so, and fell through 
the programming crack/void that has been left, without having even a 
clue what happened to them. As a society, are we not the ones who are 
letting them down or are amiss in our duties in providing the proper 
channeling?

Although I am thus far succeeding in my transition, I can not 
imagine having gotten though all the pit-falls that I have had and still ( 
am encountering in my re-entry into society and my life, without the 
support and guidance of my therapist and the individual transitioning 
therapy we designed to fit my needs.
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Follow up on funeral visits: Searching for 
compassion
By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor of Sociology and Social Work

In the last issue of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Re
view (Fall, 2010), members of the JSAT Prison Committee took 
exception to the new Dept, of Correctional Services policy ban
ning funeral and bedside visits for all inmates except those in 
Minimum Custody B (about 600 of the 4400 inmates). We 
pointed out that this restrictive policy was a step backward from 
progressive corrections aimed at rehabilitation to a more repres
sive, punitive stance.

A subsequent article in the Lincoln Journal Star by 
JoAnne Young outlined the issue for the public. To my sur
prise and chagrin, reader reactions were overwhelmingly lack
ing in compassion. “Inmates are spoiled cry babies.” “They 
did the crime...” “They should have thought of that before 
committing the crime.” Etc. I was saddened to be confronted 
with the dismissal of inmates as subhuman creatures. Undeserv
ing of compassion and incapable of rehabilitation. No one 
seemed aware that this policy also punishes inmate families, 
perhaps more than the inmates themselves. Our prison system 
seems to have hardened the hearts of too many of us.

Despite this discouraging news, I sought a meeting 
with Director Houston. He had discussed the policy with me by 
phone prior to its implementation as he did with Mel Beckman 
and Senator Brenda Council. Perhaps in person he would lis
ten, relent, compromise or mitigate the policy. On November 
8th, after a GED graduation ceremony at NSP, I met with Di
rector Houston, accompanied by Larry Wayne and Associate 
Warden Sheair. In short order it was clear that DCS was not 
about to relent or compromise in any substantial way. Per
ceived safety would continue to trump all. Houston reiterated 
his claim that the policy decision came after a long period of 
deliberation. But true to his previous promises, there did seem 
to be room for adaptation. I suspect, although no admission 
was forthcoming, someone or some group put pressure on the 
Department to do away with the visits.

Upon realizing that it was useless to pursue repeal, I 
suggested mitigation. Houston had mentioned extended family 
visits, video visits, sharing video messages with family, as well 
as providing inmate access to e-mail. Regarding those initia
tives, I understand that a “request for proposals” (RFP) had 
already been sent out and a private company was developing a 
system that would make this a reality. The innovation seemed 
to be in the initial stages and implementation would come sev
eral years in the future. I suggested that the Department pur
chase some webcams for $35 each and begin the program right 
away. Seemed like a simple solution—perhaps too simple!

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review has received a 
number of letters from inmates (some are printed in this issue) 
objecting to the elimination of funeral bedside visits to over 
80% of the prison population. Despite these objections, I have 
little hope for repeal at this time. I wonder if letters from fam
ily members would be of help.

In contrast, it seems that parole will be increased dra

matically—an extra 1000 inmates who are nearing the end of 
their sentences will be paroled in the next year. This is encour
aging, even though the pressure for this policy initiative is more 
financial than humane. The State’s budget crisis may be good 
news for inmates. And any increase in strong aftercare pro
grams may indeed reduce recidivism. Perhaps the Department 
should be lauded for this innovation, i.e., freeing eligible in
mates while fulfilling its stated goal of insuring public safety.

Book Review ByAmyBirky
The New Jim Crow, New Press, 2010.

The New Jim Crow, by Michelle Alexander, is an ex
cellent book. It is highly accurate, well-researched and a com
prehensive critique. Ms Alexander argues that we have not 
ended racial caste in America; we have simply redesigned it. 
She provides an historical perspective of African Americans 
with the transatlantic slave trade in the eighteenth century, slav
ery through the first half of the nineteenth century, Jim Crow in 
the twentieth century, and now today we have mass incarcera
tion.

Her book offers a timely and original framework for 
understanding mass incarceration, its roots in Jim Crow, our 
modem caste system, and what must be done to eliminate it. 
Since the 1980’s, the war on drugs has targeted black men and 
destroyed communities of color. The U.S. criminal justice sys
tem functions as a contemporary system of racial control. The 
old forms of discrimination—discrimination in employment, 
housing, education, and public benefits; denial of the right to 
vote; and exclusion from jury service—are suddenly legal once 
you are labeled a felon.

What struck me was the difference in which the crimi
nal justice system approached the white community for the 
same crime as committed by the black community. Through 
extensive research and reflection, Ms. Alexander has laid out 
the scenario for our country involving racial justice. She chal
lenges the civil rights community to place mass incarceration at 
the forefront of a new movement for racial justice in America. 
This is a must read for all those who care about our future.

Commutations of death sentences—more 
the tradition in Nebraska than execution
By Mel Beckman, NCJR Editor

According to some information obtained from the Ne
braska Department of Correctional Services and sent to NCJR 
by a reader, commutation of death sentences have occurred 
more often in Nebraska than have executions.

Since 1901, a total of 72 persons have been sentenced 
to death in Nebraska. Of these, 31 have had their sentences 
commuted to life sentences while 23 have been executed. Of 
the remainder, 1 was furloughed, 2 died a natural death, 2 com
mitted suicide, 1 sentence was vacated, and 12 are currently on 
appeal.

The most recent commutations were in 2001: Peter 
Hockstein, Michael Anderson, and Randolph Reeves.
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Abusive parent seeks reduction of child 
support payments while incarcerated
By Amanda. The author is the custodial parent involved.

My name is Amanda. I married in October 1998 and 
gave birth to a son, December 1999. Prior to my son’s birth, at 
seven months pregnant, I walked in on my husband sexually 
assaulting his then twelve-year-old sister. He was arrested and 
charged with first-degree sexual assault of a minor but only 
convicted of child abuse and four years probation.

I filed for divorce and asked for sole custody and su
pervised visitation by Douglas County for our son. I was 
granted sole custody but denied supervised visitation by Doug
las County. Instead, I was granted supervised visitation by my 
ex husbands parents. They supervised the visits for approxi
mately one year. Then, my ex husband gained regular visita
tion with our son, every other weekend including overnights 
and one weekday evening. This decision was made while he 
was still on probation for sexually abusing his minor aged sis
ter.

At age 3 years, our son reported to Project Harmony 
he was being sexually abused by his paternal grandfather. 
Charges were not pressed against his grandfather due to our son 
being too young to testify. I went back to family court to ask 
for the paternal grandparents to lose contact rights. My request 
was granted, not due to our son’s testimony, but due to his 
grandfather having multiple lewd conduct misdemeanors for 
trying to solicit adult males in a park for sex. My ex husband 
took me back to family court about one and a half years later, 
requesting his parents’ rights be reinstated. His request was 
granted.

At age five, our son reported sexual abuse by his father to 
Project Harmony. Again, charges were not pressed due to be
ing too young to testify. Our son had to return to his father for 
regular visitations.

At age 6, our son reported more abuse by his father. 
Again, charges were not pressed due to what I was told could 
be a possible medical condition used against us in court. Our 
son was bom with eczema, but had not had a breakout for two 
to three years. Even when he did have breakouts it was never 
near or on his genitals. I was told that due to this medical rea
son, charges could not be pressed. Our son had to return to 
regular visitations with his father.

At age seven, our son reported additional sexual abuse 
by his father. My ex husband was arrested and charged with 
third degree sexual assault of a child. Charges were later in
creased to first-degree sexual assault of a child due to additional 
testimony provided by our son to Project Harmony about abuse 
involving oral penetration. Douglas County immediately of
fered a plea deal of two counts of third-degree sexual assault of 
a child, but he did not plead. Instead we went through the court 
system for the next two and a half years. My ex-husband ulti
mately pled to two counts of third degree sexual assault of a 
child in January 2010. He is to serve both counts consecutively 
with a maximum of ten years.

I am writing about my son’s case because many errors oc
curred, many that I do not want to happen to another child. The 
first error was my ex being allowed to plead down from a sex
ual assault charge to child abuse for the case against his sister. 
This offer by Douglas County failed to help my ex husband 
because he was not made to receive sex offender treatment and 
was still allowed contact with minors.

The next error was denying supervised visitation by 
Douglas County for my son since my ex was currently on pro
bation for sexually assaulting his sister. Granting supervised 
visitation by the grandparents due to this being a crime of in
cest, I believe was another error. Following that, due to our son 
being too young to testify from the age of three to five, the sys
tem again failed. The next error was that my son was denied 
protection from his father due to a possible medical condition, 
even though that medical condition had not been present for 
over two years.

I believe that my son could have and should have been pro
tected much earlier. Due to my ex husband’s first conviction of 
child abuse and being on probation, he should have never been 
granted unsupervised visitation. Due to the length of time the 
county took to press charges, our son was abused for a period of 
several years and the abuse progressed in severity.

Nebraska’s laws need to be changed so that a person 
previously charged and convicted of child abuse or sexual as
sault of a child not be allowed unsupervised visitation, espe
cially while on probation. Our child suffered extensive abuse 
over many years by his very own father, whom he should have 
been able to trust.

Our son has gone through such tragic abuse; he re
quires extensive counseling, psychiatry, and medication to help 
him cope. He has continuous flashbacks and nightmares and 
fears his father will kidnap and abuse him for the remainder of 
his life. Since the abuse, our son has been diagnosed with six 
mental disorders. He has recently been approved for disability, 
and even though this helps support us financially while my ex is 
in prison, it is a sad situation for my son to be in. He may never 
be able to hold a job or live a functional independent life as an 
adult.

Currently my ex is still fighting from prison. He is 
currently suing me for a reduction of child support. He believes 
due to being indigent and involuntarily forced into prison, he 
should no longer have to pay for our son’s care. 1 believe he 
should be forced to pay child support as he would if he were not 
in prison. Beyond that reasoning is the fact that he is in prison 
for sexually abusing the very same child, his own son. This I 
believe should be reason enough to not allow support to be 
dropped, but will the justice system agree?

Editor’s Note: The Nebraska Legislature has passed several provi
sions relating to inmate child support order modifications in recent 
years. Inmate modifications are now allowed, under some restrictions, 
in part to prevent accumulation of huge debt in prison, debt which 
could hinder inmates’ successful re-entry into the community. See 
page five for the revised statute governing modifications of child 
support.

4



Nebraska Criminal Justice Review December, 2010

Inmate requests for modification of child 
support orders
Editor's note: Any request for modification o f child support is governed by 
Section 43-512.15. Title IV-D of Nebraska’s revised statutes. The parts of the 
statute that apply particularly to inmates are highlighted below.

Rev. Stat. 43-512.15. Title IV-D child support order; modifi
cation; when; procedures.

1) The county attorney or authorized attorney, upon referral 
from the Department of Health and Human Services, shall 
file a complaint to modify a child support order unless the 
attorney determines in the exercise of independent profes
sional judgment that:

A) The variation from the Supreme Court child sup
port guidelines pursuant to section 42-364.16 is based on mate
rial misrepresentation of fact concerning any financial informa
tion submitted to the attorney;

B) The variation from the guidelines is due to a volun
tary reduction in net monthly income. For purposes o f this 
section, a person who has been incarcerated for a period o f  
one year or more in a county or city jail or a federal or state 
correctional facility shall be considered to have an involun
tary reduction o f income unless (i) the incarceration is a re
sult o f a conviction for criminal nonsupport pursuant to sec
tion 28-706 or a conviction for a violation o f any federal law 
or law of another state substantially similar to section 28-706, 
(ii) the incarcerated individual has a documented record o f  
willfully failing or neglecting to provide proper support which 
he or she knew or reasonably should have known he or she 
was legally obligated to provide when he or she had sufficient 
resources to provide such support, or (iii) the incarceration is 
a result o f a conviction for a crime in which the child who is 
the subject o f the child support order was victimized; or

C) When the amount of the order is considered with all 
the other undisputed facts in the case, no variation from the 
criteria set forth in subdivisions (l)(a) and (b) of section 43- 
512.12 exists.

2) The department, a county attorney, or an authorized attor
ney shall not in any case be responsible for reviewing or 
filing an application to modify child support for individuals 
incarcerated as described in subdivision (l)(b) of this sec
tion.

3) The proceedings to modify a child support order shall com
ply with section 42-364, and the county attorney or author
ized attorney shall represent the state in the proceedings.

4) After a complaint to modify a child support order is filed, 
any party may choose to be represented personally by pri
vate counsel. Any party who retains private counsel shall 
so notify the county attorney or authorized attorney in writ
ing.

Information Request
Inmate child support modification requests have been allowed 
for several years. The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
would like to know if applications are being made, are they 
being approved, are they being made with or without an attor
ney? If you have obtained a modification or are attempting to 
obtain one, please let us know your experience with the sys
tem. Write to: Editor, NCJR, c/o Holy Family Church, 1715 
Izard Street, Omaha, NE 68102. Phone: 402-558-2085.

The ‘Catch 22’ of parole: An injustice re
visited
By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor o f Sociology and Social Work

Long term inmates, those eligible for parole, cannot 
get the required programming from the Department of Correc
tions that will allow the Parole Board to set a final hearing. 
And the Parole Board will not set a final hearing until the re
quired programming is completed. This “catch 22” has been 
raised in these pages before. Check inmate Duane Holmstedt’s 
letter in this issue which also addresses this dilemma. Both 
Director Houston and the Parole Board are aware of the injus
tice. In addition to NCJR’s advocacy efforts, the Ombudsman 
has intervened on this issue with both the Director and the Pa
role Board. However, unless this issue ranks higher on their 
priority list, parole-eligible inmates will continue to languish in 
this frustrating Limbo.

One current, ostensibly unrelated problem is the initia
tive by the Department of Correctional Services to parole up to 
1000 mostly short term inmates, in the next year. Obtaining 
post-release supervision and support for them will be a great 
challenge to Department resources, particularly if revolving- 
door recidivism is to be avoided. The primary incentive for 
these early releases is financial. It makes equal financial sense 
to facilitate parole for those long-termers, whose sentences will 
keep them in prison for 10 or more years, at a cost of over 
$30,000 a year.

For those who have not visited the “catch 22” before, 
the dilemma is as follows: An inmate cannot be granted a final 
hearing by the Parole Board unless he has completed ALL of 
required programming, e.g., anger management, parenting, sub
stance abuse treatment, and the like. But if he is classified as 
maximum custody or has a maximum sentence of life, he CAN
NOT be classified as minimum custody, which would make 
him eligible to complete his programming deficiencies. (At 
inmates’ periodic reviews before the Parole Board, deficiencies 
in programming are noted and communicated to the Depart
ment of Corrections. So the Department is aware of the di
lemma.) However, it is easier to channel those inmates who are 
nearer to release into the limited slots in programs, so long term 
inmates are excluded or passed over. The bottom line is that a 
final hearing cannot be set by the Parole Board unless deficien
cies are addressed and deficiencies cannot be taken care of 
unless a final hearing is scheduled. There are even more obsta
cles to inmates in voluntary protective custody (PC) due to ad
ditional restrictions and unavailability of programming.

(Continued on page 6)
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The “catch 22” (Continued from page 5) instead of restoration.

There may even be grounds for legal action against the 
Department’s classification policy. It can be argued that the 
classification system is contradictory to the legislative spirit and 
the intent of the Nebraska Corrections and Treatment Act. 
Some of the grounds are contained in 83-1, 111(2): “If the 
Board shall deny parole, written notification listing the reasons 
for such denial and the recommendations for correcting defi
ciencies which cause the denial shall be given to the committed 
offender.” Thus, the law states that the Board provides its rec
ommendations so an inmate can improve viability for release. 
The Department then has a clear interest in assisting the inmate, 
if so motivated, to comply with the recommendations. If the 
policy and practice of the Department blocks access to pro
gramming, it would seem to be a violation of the law.

This brief article is not intended to argue the minutiae 
of Nebraska law. I will let that to the lawyers and the courts. 
The goal of this piece is to raise awareness of this injustice and 
motivate the Department, whose policies seem to be the pri
mary obstacle, and the Parole Board, to address this issue and 
convert the “catch 22) bottleneck into a conduit for the release 
of parole eligible and deserving long term inmates. The time 
has come.

Capital punishment, life without parole, or 
neither one?
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

Opponents of capital punishment argue that we no 
longer need it, that alternative means of providing security are 
available and thus, there is no need to take the offender’s life to 
ensure that he/she will not again harm the public. A sentence of 
life in prison without possibility of parole is almost always the 
alternative means that is named as an acceptable substitute for 
the sentence of death. But perhaps both death sentences and life 
sentences should be opposed, rather than one exchanged for the 
other. Consider how much the same they are:

• Neither sentence is needed. The public can be adequately 
protected from future harm by the offender by means of an 
indeterminate sentence which includes a minimum number 
of years in prison, along with the possibility of life in 
prison if the Parole Board decides that the offender remains 
a threat.

• Both sentences are extremely expensive to carry out, and to 
the extent they are not needed, they take away resources 
from other crime prevention and crime fighting efforts.

• Both sentences involve a judgment which really cannot be 
made at the time of sentencing -  a judgment that this per
son is incapable of ever again living in the community.

• Both sentences undercut in the public mind the correctional 
goals of rehabilitation of offenders and return to the com
munity as productive citizens. The availability of these 
extreme sentences encourages the public to prefer and ex
pect the most severe retribution possible for the offender-

• Both sentences give government permission to take lives 
and dispose of them, rather than be restricted to it’s role of. 
caring for the good of all of it’s people. '

It should be added that the young are the ones who are 
being disproportionately sentenced to life in prison—not only 
those 26 in Nebraska who are serving life sentences for crimes 
they committed before age 18, but nearly 100 others who were 
25 years or younger when they were admitted to prison. (Note 
the additional information following this article.)

So, then, the question is: should life without parole be 
considered “a lesser evil” and thought of as an acceptable sub
stitute for capital punishment? Or should that be considered a 
bad bargain and both be opposed? The NCJR invites readers’ 
responses.

The young get life in prison disproportionately in 
Nebraska. They will also spend more years 

in prison than other lifers
According to information received from the Nebraska 

Department of Correctional Services, a total of 221 persons are 
serving life to life sentences in Nebraska at this time. Of that 
number, 121 were admitted to prison when they were age 25 or 
younger. The 121 include the 26 who were sentenced to life 
for crimes committed before age 18.

The figures below show the number of lifers admitted 
to prison at various ages. For many, the crime was probably 
committed in the year prior to the age listed.

Age
14

15

16

17

18

19

20 

21 

22

23

24

25

Number admitted 
1

2

1

14 

13 

11

15

17

11

11

10

J_5
121
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Legislation will be offered again to end 
youthful “death by incarceration”
By Sarah Forrest, Assistant Research and Policy Associate at Voices for 
Children in Nebaska

In May 2010, the Supreme Court, in Graham v. Flor
ida, ruled that, for non-homicide offenses, sentencing juveniles 
to life in prison without the possibility of parole (LWOP) con
stituted cruel and unusual punishment. The Court recognized 
that juveniles are not fully emotionally or neurologically devel
oped, and are therefore both less culpable for their actions and 
more capable of change. While the United States remains the 
only country in the world that sentences juveniles to LWOP, the 
ruling was one important step closer to ending the practice of 
sentencing youth to “death by incarceration.”

Last year, State Senator Brenda Council introduced 
legislation to prevent sentencing youth to life without the possi
bility of parole by establishing sentencing guidelines. Sentences 
would range from 50 years to life for juveniles over the age of 
16, and from 40 years to life for juveniles under the age of 16. 
Youth would be eligible to apply for parole, although not guar
anteed parole, after 20 -  25 years, depending on their age at the 
time of the offense. Unfortunately, Senator Council had to with
draw her bill last year, when it became apparent it did not have 
the votes to pass.

On January 5, 2011, the Nebraska Legislature will 
reconvene and Senator Council will introduce similar legisla
tion. The time has come for broader, grassroots involvement 
across the state. The Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing 
of Youth will be working to help pass this crucial legislation, 
but we need your help. Most Senators and Nebraskans need to 
be made aware of the Supreme Court’s landmark decision and 
the fundamental difference between youth and adults. In order 
to get the votes necessary, we encourage you to reach out to 
your Senator and ask those in your community, and friends 
throughout Nebraska to do the same.

The offenses that are sending people to prison
Information contained in the Nov., 2010 monthly data 

sheet of the Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services lists vari
ous offenses and the number of prisoners for whom those of
fenses were their most serious offenses. The figures are for the 
population actually confined on June 30, 2010.

Offense Population % of population

Sex offenses 769 17.1%
Drugs 612 13.6%
Assault 585 13.0%
Homicide 510 11.4%
Robbery 401 8.9%
Burglary 366 8.2%
Theft 359 8.0%
Motor vehicle 346 7.7%
Fraud 151 3.4%
Other 129 2.9%
Weapons 102 2.3%
Morals 66 1.5%
Restraint 64 1.4%
Arson 28 0.6%

Request for Advisory Committee members
Publication of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 

is assisted by a committee of professionals and community 
members who meet four times a year, critique each quarterly 
issue of the newsletter, provide criminal justice-related news 
and suggest topics for inclusion in upcoming issues. This ser
vice is much appreciated and helps to improve the publication.

If you would like to offer your service as a member of 
the 2011 NCJR Advisory Committee, please call Mel Beckman 
at 558-2085 or e-mail, melbeckman@cox.net. Meeting times 
and places will be arranged after consultation with those who 
are interested in serving.

Nebraska Coalition for the Fair 
Sentencing of Youth 

www.juvenilejusticenebraska.com

News and Happenings
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

A transition resource in Dodge County, Nebraska
Gideon’s Army is a Christian outreach organization 

that has provided Bible Study for those incarcerated and after 
their release. They are currently adding a transitional house. 
That program will screen and accept adult males scheduled to 
be released from Nebraska prisons. Their goal is to enable 
them to successfully adjust in society again, through profes
sional counseling, training, classes and mentoring. The 6-8 
month program will provide a structured home environment 
staffed by certified mental health counselors and trained volun
teers. This information was supplied by Gideon’s Army, P.O. 
Box 131, Fremont, Nebraska.

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review is online
The current issue and some past issues of the NCJR 

will be available from now on at the website of Holy Family 
Catholic Church in Omaha, the publisher of the newsletter. 
Click on “publications” at www.holyfamilyomaha.org.

If you prefer to receive the newsletter electronically 
instead of in hard copy, send an e-mail to melbeck- 
man@cox.net. Please forward the NCJR to others and increase 
our circulation.

Thank you to all who contributed 
to our annual fund drive this past 
fall. Your help is appreciated. If 

you have not contributed recently, 
please consider a donation 

at this time
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Confiscation of inmate funds
The Nebraska Department of Corrections has been 

confiscating money orders from prisoners for years—must be in 
the thousands of dollars. Filing and grieving this matter is cru
cial. The warden’s internal control over “Inmate Confiscated 
Account Funds” violates the property rights of inmates. No 
state audit, no public disclosures. Chapter 9-005 of the Depart
ment’s Rules and Regulations should be amended or modified 
to allow for return of these money orders.

Ras. Jahson Atiba Alemu 62184 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

State laws are being broken
Neb. Rev. St. 83-1,107 states that every inmate shall 

have a specific department-approved personalized plan that 
includes a realistic date of completion. It is the prison’s legal 
duty to create a plan that is achievable.

Neb. Rev. St. 83-1, 110.01 states that all substance 
abuse treatments and mental health treatments are to be pro
vided by the prison before the inmate’s first parole eligibility 
date, with adequate access and availability.

Neb. Rev. St. 83-1,110.01 and 83-1,117 state that the 
Parole Board has the authority to make substance abuse and 
mental health treatments a condition of a person’s parole, espe
cially if the prison has failed to comply with state law by pro
viding these programs before an inmate’s first parole eligibility 
date.

Neb. Rev. St. 83-187.01 states that the Legislature 
affirms the importance of parole as a program for the super
vised release of inmates making the transition from confine
ment to responsible citizenship. Therefore, the Legislature in
tends that committed offenders who are eligible for parole have 
the opportunity to complete the final stages of their sentences 
on parole.

The Department refuses to comply with state law by 
not providing adequate access and availability to substance 
abuse and mental health treatment before an inmate’s first pa
role eligibility date, as state law requires.

Further, the Department and the Parole Board have 
cooperated in creating a “catch 22” for many inmates. First, 
mental health staff are placing inmates on a waiting list based 
on tentative release dates, not parole eligibility dates, while 
stating that if the Parole Board gives the inmate a parole 
“final,” they would be provided treatment sooner. However, 
the Parole Board has clearly and adamantly refused to grant 
these inmates a parole final for the purpose of being provided 
the recommended and required treatment programs. Here lies 
the “catch 22.”

I have mailed in a 1983 civil rights complaint to be 
filed because of this issue and would like to encourage every
one else being placed in this “catch 22” to do the same.

Duane Holmstedt 60442 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Some things on my mind
I would like to see a policy changed here at the Te

cumseh State Correctional Institution—the one that requires 
you to be on a “pass list” before you can get into the religion 
department or the library. Human beings need to exercise 
mind, body and soul on a daily basis in order to have a chance 
to get ourselves healed and back on track. If I have a moment 
of inspiration and want to better myself, I must first fill out a 
kite and get a “pass,” and that takes 48 hours. Between the time 
I am inspired to do something good and when I receive my 
pass, the feeling may fade and I end up going to neither place.

About the article, “Should 44,000 Nebraskans be dis
qualified for jury service because of past convictions?” (NCJR, 
Sept. 2010) Is the reason we are excluded because the State of 
Nebraska feels that we would vote against them in a jury trial, 
since we have been on the other side of the fence? If so, then 
anyone who has been the victim of a crime or knows anyone 
who was the victim of a crime should be excluded also, since, 
by that logic, they may tend to vote for a conviction since they 
want to “get even” with law breakers.

Arlyn Ildefonso 54292
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

The Ombudsman’s Office should be proactive
The article by John Krejci (NCJR Sept. 2010) pertain

ing to the Ombudsman’s Office was a very good example of the 
political propaganda machine in progress. John’s comment that 
his interview was a pleasant and informative one is a classic 
example of how Nebraska’s system really works. People are 
placed in positions of authority who appear friendly and con
cerned, when in fact, their focus is to prevent change rather than 
implement it. I have personally asked the Ombudsman’s Office 
for help on three occasions. These requests were legitimate 
issues in need of correcting. There was no help, only the rhe
torical responses that are so prevalent from this office. I am 
also aware of hundreds of requests from others who also re
ceived no help.

I believe that the Ombudsman’s Office, if truly dedi
cated to righting wrongs within State Government, should not 
wait until a complaint is brought forth, but rather be proactive 
in correcting wrong-doing.

For example, allowing people to be sentenced to life in 
prison without parole. Such action states an unfounded belief 
that the person being sentenced will be incapable of ever turn
ing his life around and becoming a productive and tax-paying 
member of society. Nebraska’s prison system was originally 
founded on the principle of rehabilitation. It was once called a 
“reformatory.” That was a solid precept and one that should be 
sustained.

Also, the issue of denying people parole after it has 
been earned. The person most qualified and most informed 
about each person receiving a prison sentence is the judge. 
That judge has knowledge of all the circumstances surrounding 
a crime, including the mitigating ones. The judge then issues a 
sentence. If there are few mitigating circumstances and many 
aggravating ones, the sentence will be something like 10-12 
years. If the judge makes the determination that there are in
deed mitigating circumstances and that the individual does not 
need to remain in prison for as long a period of time, the sen
tence would be something like 3-12 years, indicating that the 
individual does not require extensive imprisonment but rather a 
shorter term. The parole process should be one of support, pro
viding help to find jobs, housing, transportation, etc. That is
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not the case in Nebraska. Instead, they circumvent the author
ity of the court and deny parole to most of those who have it 
coming.

Another example—denying people attendance at fu- 
i nerals of their loved ones. During certain times, it is very im
portant to every family member to be surrounded by those they 
love most. Sorrow is an emotion that requires sharing with 
others in order to be endured and overcome. To eliminate a 
person from those occasions is no good for society. It is proba
bly true that on very rare occasions there will be someone who 
will take advantage of the situation but these do not outweigh 
the immense good of the other times.

When I was in prison, my mother passed away. A 
note slide under my cell door read, “Your mother died—funeral 
Saturday.” That is the coldness that prevails in Nebraska’s 
prison system and has again risen up with the restrictive policy.

Dave Lubash
P.O. Box 1209, Norfolk NE 68702

I will gladly go
Let us who will waive deportation hearings be returned 

to our countries! I will gladly go and not look back. I cannot 
speak for others.

I’m not ashamed of who I am or where I’m from. The 
economy is bad world wide, but I have family in Greece.

Nebraska does not even honor my religion, which is 
Eastern Orthodoxy. They have Satanic, Wicca, Asatru, Chris
tian, Budha, Islam, and Matta, but deny me Eastern Orthodox. 
I cannot go to a Roman Catholic service. It violates my faith. 
Nebraska refuses to honor treaties.

Yourgos Diamantopoulos 35084 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

list were allowed to attend such things as Christian Fellowship 
seminars, club banquets and seminars, or even to come in and 
compete in athletic tournaments such as softball. Because of a 
few limited incidents between spouses, etc., no one who is a 
family member or on an inmate’s visiting list can attend these 
functions. The only event they are able to attend is the school’s 
graduation ceremonies.

An inmate being recognized by a self-betterment club 
benefits from having his family and/or friends attend these 
events. It is the strongest kind of support to feel like you are 
appreciated by those dearest to you, and helps to encourage 
healthy choices in the future on the streets.

The recent ending of funeral and hospital visits also 
causes great harm to family connections. At these times an 
inmate may see relatives he or she may never see again at any 
time. Simply increasing visit and phone time is a cruel joke. 
This policy change was so poorly thought out that the NSP Re
ligious Department knew nothing of it until informed by the 
inmate population. The Religious Department’s input would 
have been vital in this decision since it will increase the number 
of video and audio tapes of funerals that will have to be facili
tated by them. Bring back good family connections and stop 
punishing everyone for the acts of just one or two.

Harold Wilson 37418
Nebraska State Penitentiary

My conclusion
From my experiences I have concluded that both God 

and the government are virtually worthless when it comes to 
making sure that people are being treated fairly.

If somebody isn’t a murderer, sex offender, or youthful 
offender, nobody gives a damn.

Richard G. Zlomke 59545 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Parents, let’s get it together!
It’s time to step out of our own worlds and step into 

our children’s world. Turn off those televisions and start talk
ing with our children, listening to them and understanding what 
is going on in their lives. We need to set limits and expecta
tions; replace those video games with books and make sure the 
homework gets done.

We need to tell our daughters the images they see on 
TV are not what they are worth...because we expect them to 
dream without limits and never give up on reaching for their 
goals. We need to tell our sons that those songs on the radio 
may glorify violence, but in our house, we find glory in 
achievement, self-respect and hard work, letting them know 
that running with some gang is not something that’s cool. Most 
importantly, we as parents need to realize we are our children’s 
first and best teachers.

Fathers, it is time to stop victimizing our children by 
not being part of their lives. Small boys and girls become Big 
men and women through the positive influences of big men 
and women who care about small boys and girls!

Dashawn Grant 66045 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Change this policy, please
Years ago, family and friends on an inmate’s visiting

A hearing should have been held
I came to the Nebraska State Penitentiary in 1984 and 

am doing a life sentence. Three years after my incarceration, 
my parents gave up what few things they had, left the state of 
New York where they were bom and raised, and moved to Ne
braska, simply so that they could visit their son in prison.

In March of 1993, my mom passed away. Few people 
can know the feeling of knowing your parent had died knowing 
you were in prison, and for that person in prison its probably 
the worst feeling a prisoner can have. I was allowed to attend 
my mom’s funeral, and even received a note from the warden 
here at NSP at the time. “Your mom had become like a fixture 
here at NSP, always respectful and kind to staff. We’re very 
sorry for your loss.” Then, a few years later, my grand mother 
passed away and I went to her funeral. I spoke at both funerals. 
There were no problems either time. Now I face my ailing fa
ther at 87 and I’m told you cannot attend his funeral whenever 
that fateful day comes! Maybe because of my action that 
brought me here 27 years ago I deserve to have a lot bad things 
happen to me, but I don’t believe not being allowed to attend a 
loved one’s funeral should be one of those bad things.

We live in a time when there just doesn’t seem to be 
any more compassion left in the system and very little left in 
society. Corrections once again has taken a cold and callous

(Continued on page 10)
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LETTERS (continued from page 9)

route. Not the same people who in 1993 made the comments 
about my mom. However, this time, I believe that the Depart
ment of corrections failed to follow the rules. Under Neb. Rev. 
Statute 84-901, and inmate handbook Title 68, all rules that 
effect the public will have a hearing and be promulgated under 
the Administrative Procedures Act, to be addressed in a public 
manner as it affects the public. This was not done and I believe 
the change violates the APA.

Bob Hunt 35947,
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Offenders can be a catalyst for positive reform in our 
impoverished neighborhoods

The aim of incarceration is to suspend the criminal 
mind from committing additional criminal action. I believe the 
objective should then be to reform or rebuild. Tear down the 
old self and be reborn. Learn from past transgressions, under
stand the choices that produced negative results and take an 
active stance against them. Strive for positive thought and con
duct, yearn for betterment of self, of family and community.

Become a bom again citizen, take stock in the health 
and future prospects for your community. It’s a moral impera
tive that criminals shed the moniker and become aspiring civil 
promoters and activists.

Why return to the community in which you wronged, 
if your intent is not work to enrich it as an environment for all 
to pursue happiness, enjoy property and live in autonomy 
within our land?

As inmates, we must take this time to learn how to be 
proper citizens. We must desire to be obedient to the law and 
civic structure. We must become aware of our role in this cul
ture. It is imperative that we develop civil literacy. The ability 
to understand the principles by which our government and its 
courts operate so that we can act appropriately.

John Adams in 1774 said that ours is “a government of 
law, and not of men.” This is to say that much of public con
duct is regulated rightly by principles of law that by general 
agreement ought to be enforced and that can be altered only by 
our duly elected representatives, whose power is derived from 
the people’s consent.

We should work to redeem ourselves, devote energy to 
rectify the imbalance we unloaded on our neighbors. Take 
stock in your household and community health, spread goodwill 
and inspire positive growth in others by demonstrating how it 
works through YOU.

Let us work to address our communities’ ills and pur
sue remedies to vicious cycles of destitution. Let us be part of 
the solution and not a continued burden on our structured soci
ety. It starts with us.

Andrew Westling 53325 
Lincoln Correctional Center

To the members of the Omaha/Lincoln area African 
Community

The Harambee Afrikan Cultural Organization parent 
chapter, based at the state prison in Lincoln, Nebraska, invites 
you to take an interest in us and participate in our programs.

We are a pan-Africanist organization. When we speak of the 
“African community,” we are speaking of the community of 
people of African ancestry—whether bom on the African conti
nent, here in the U.S., or elsewhere throughout the diaspora.

Our main focus and objective is the transformation 
from “black” malehood to African manhood. We attempt, 
through study of and discussion about traditional African cul
tures, history, values, etc., to become the kinds of men that Af
rican families, communities, and nations can look to for reliable 
and wise leadership.

We focus on males/men because this is a men’s prison. 
When we speak of the achievement of manhood, we do so with 
the recognition that the achievement by females of womanhood 
is no less important.

Our organization pledge is: As African men, we com
mit ourselves to respecting ourselves and each other; to respect
ing African women; to respecting our children and youth, and 
giving them proper guidance. We meet each Tuesday from 6- 
7:45 p.m. To obtain more information about us and our pro
grams, please write to: Harambee Afrikan Cultural Organiza
tion, P.O. Box 2500, Lincoln NE 68542-2500. You may call 
402-479-3379. Please leave a message. We will return your 
call.

Wopashitwe Mondo Eyen we Langa, Alaga (Chairman)
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Dismissed misconduct reports should be totally ex
punged

Title 68, page 26, 014-Records states in part, “If an 
institutional disciplinary committee dismisses all charges on a 
misconduct report, all files shall be removed from the inmate’s 
file. Presently, the Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services 
(NDCS) ignores this rule of law. They cheat and create unwrit
ten policy to justify an unlawful practice. That is, if a miscon
duct report gets dismissed at an institutional disciplinary hear
ing and/or if NDCS chooses to place the matter in the hands of 
the district court and the D.A. refuses to press charges or dis
misses charges, all records should be expunged from the pris
oner’s disciplinary/classification records. It’s illegal to use it. 
Using this info in mental health records or to “create a past his
tory” is a due process violation.

However, the NDCS ignores written policy and when 
we prisoners complain to the Ombudsman’s office, they say 
“they do not have the power to compel the NDCS to properly 
follow existing Administrative Regulations (A.R.’s) and Opera
tional Memorandums (O.R.’s). If they don’t follow them, then 
they just don’t follow them.”

When misconduct reports are written, incident reports 
are also written by various other staff to confirm and/or attempt 
to confirm or substantiate a matter. However, once the misconduct 
report is totally dismissed, NDCS continues to use the secondary inci
dent reports to keep a dismissed matter in your Institutional File, 
against written policy. These illegal files/info, etc., go before the Pa
role Board/Pardon Board, etc., when they should not exist at all.

Dismissed misconduct reports should be totally expunged, 
per written policy, approved by the Nebraska Legislatur, and in the 
spirit of maintaining due process and constitutional rights for prison
ers.

Shaheed K. Biko Hamza 36413 
Nebraska State Penitentiary
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Nebraska Criminal Justice Review
Reader Survey

Your age
___25 or younger
___26 to 40
___41 to 55

above 55

Gender
___male

female

What is your interest in the newsletter?
_ Currently incarcerated 
_ Relative or friend of a prisoner 
_ Employed in the criminal justice system

___Elected official
Interested citizen

How much of the newsletter do you usually read?
___All of it
___Over half of it
___Less than half of it
___Very little of it

Is the newsletter useful to you?
___Yes, very useful
___Yes, somewhat useful
___Not very useful

How would you rate the newsletter in regard to 
accuracy and balance?
___Very good
___Good
___Fair

Poor

All things considered, how would you 
rate the newsletter?

___Very good
___Good
___Fair

Poor

How could the Nebraska Criminal Justice Re
view be improved?

What topics or issues would you like to see 
Covered in future issues?

Do you know someone who would like to receive 
the newsletter?

Name___________________________________
Address_________________________________
City____________________ State___________
Zip Code___________ Phone________________
E-mail address___________________________

_ Hard copy? ___Electronic delivery?

Mail To:
NCJR
c/o HOLY FAMILY CHURCH 
1715 IZARD STREET 
OMAHA, NE 68102

Or, e-mail responses: melbeckman@cox.net
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NEBRASKA 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

REVIEW
Published by the Education and Advocacy Committee, Holy 
Family Catholic Church 1715 Izard Street,Omaha NE 68102. 
Views expressed in the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
do not necessarily represent the views of Holy Family 
Church, the members of our Advisory Committee, or anyone 
who contributes financially to the newsletter.

Editor: Mel Beckman, 402-558-2085.
E-mail: melbeckman@cox.net
Website: www.holyfamilyomaha.org. Under “publications”

Mission: To improve public understanding of the criminal 
justice system in Nebraska and the needs of offenders and 
victims. To improve communication between those who 
administer and staff the criminal justice system, those who 
make plans and laws for it, those who are personally affected 
by it, and the community which pays for it and should be 
involved with it.

Deadline for Submission of Material: The first day of the
month of publication. Published in March, June, September, 
and December.

Subscription Fee: No charge, but donations to Holy Family 
for the publication are encouraged and needed.

Copying/Credit: Copying of all or part of this publication 
is permitted. Please give proper credit and send the Review 
one copy of the publication in which a reprint appears.

NCJR ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

2011

If you would like to help plan the quarterly 
issues of the Nebraska Criminal Justice 

Review during the coming year, please contact 
the Editor, Mel Beckman at 402-558-2085, 

or by e-mail: melbeckman@cox.net.

SUBSCRIPTIONS
Subscriptions to the Nebraska Crimi
nal Justice Review are free, but con
tributions to Holy Family Church to 
help with costs are encouraged and 
needed. Contributions are tax- 
deductible. A $10.00 contribution per 
year is suggested. To request a sub
scription, mail to: NCJR, 
c/o Holy Family Church 
1715 Izard St., Omaha, NE 68102

Best wishes for the new year 
From the members of 
Holy Family Church

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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