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The Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
(NDCS) Behavioral Health Section has undertaken a significant
transformation of its services. One significant component of
the transformation has been the focus on defining and prioritiz-
ing the specific groups that receive services (see June 2007
Criminal Justice Review article). Inmates with major mental
illness have been identified as the priority group to receive
clinical treatment intervention. The purpose of this brief article
is to provide some context for this issue and to describe the
ways that services are being provided to this population.

It is important to begin by describing the reasons why
NDCS has prioritized treating inmates with major mental ill-
ness. First, major mental illness, by its very nature, involves
the presence of significant impairment and serious symptoms
and we feel it is important to alleviate suffering and mitigate
symptoms. These inmates typically have the highest level of
risk and need and therefore require a greater level of treatment.
Prioritizing this group is consistent with what occurs in the
community which is what we strive for.

The Nebraska state prison system, like most state sys-
tems, has significant numbers of inmates with mental illness.
There appears to be a concentration of people with these issues
in corrections and the numbers exceed the rates found in the
general population. The generally agreed upon estimate is that
about 15 to 20% of inmates in state prison systems have issues
related to mental illness. The rate of major mental illness is
much smaller, perhaps a few percent of the total rate. Of
course, one must keep in mind that the 15 to 20% estimate does
not include those with personality disorders and substance re-
lated disorders which would increase the percentage a great
deal.

Although the definition of major mental illness has not
been standardized, there are some general guidelines as to
which disorders or diagnostic categories fit into this group. For
lexample, disorders that involve loss of contact with reality,
such as the schizophrenia-spectrum disorders, usually fall in
this group. In addition, a significant amount of impairment in
level of functioning can elevate a disorder to the major mental
illness category. Generally, disorders such as schizophrenia, bi-

polar disorder, and major depression are considered to be major
mental illness or chronic mental illness.

For a long period of time NDCS has treated inmates
with major mental illness by providing individual monitoring,
psychiatric services, and residential treatment. While this has
been a good general model, we have been in process of expand-
ing it to allow for more intensive and broader treatments to
those with the most serious problems. This has involved re-
viewing and improving our methods of identification, monitor-
ing, and providing treatment to this group. These areas will be
described in greater detail below.

Identification of inmates with major mental illness is a
critical component of our system. At intake (which occurs at
the Diagnostic and Evaluation Center, the Nebraska Correc-
tional Center for Women, and the Nebraska Correctional Youth
Facility), each inmate is interviewed by a licensed professional
Behavioral Health staff member which begins the process of

(Continued on page two)
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Addressing Major Mental Illness (continued
from page 1

identifying key behavioral health issues. A clinical diagnosis
begins to be formulated at intake with the goal of identifying
the presence of mental illness as early as possible. Those who
are identified receive additional assessment services so we have
more information on these cases. Inmates are also seen by
clinical staff when they transfer to another institution so this is
another point of contact where problems are identified. We
also track the cases we have identified so we know who to pro-
vide services to.

Referral is the process of notifying clinical staff of
offenders that need services. Any staff member can refer a case
to mental health for follow-up. For example, a housing unit
staff person or a security staff may notice unusual behavior or
changes in behavior that causes concern which results in a re-
ferral. The referrals are done on a form or simply by contacting
mental health staff directly. Typically, a clinical staff person
will meet with the person referred and determine the follow-up
treatment or assessment that is needed. Medical staff or Behav-
ioral Health staff may also make referrals. For example, a phy-
sician may refer an inmate to Mental Health or a mental health
practitioner may make a referral to the psychiatrist.

A wide range of treatment services are available to
those inmates with major mental illness. First, all inmates who
have been identified as having a major mental illness are moni-
tored by clinical staff on a regular basis. Typically, psycholo-
gists are responsible for the most serious and complex cases.
Every case is reviewed and assessed to determine frequency of
monitoring with more serious cases being seen more frequently.
The monitoring involves providing treatment and determining
what additional services are needed. A great deal of treatment
occurs on an outpatient basis meaning that the person is seen in
the mental health area or in his/her cell as opposed to treatment
that is offered on a specialized unit. Treatment may be individ-
ual or group based, but will be tailored to the need of the indi-
vidual. Discharge planning is done on a case-by-case basis.

Residential services are provided at the Inpatient Men-
tal Health Program (IMHP) at the Lincoln Correctional Center
(LCC). A portion of D-Unit is dedicated to providing residen-
tial services to inmates with major mental illness and/or who
are developmentally impaired. One psychologist and four mas-
ters level practitioners are assigned to this unit. The transfor-
mation process has resulted in the need to expand the IMHP as
we focus more on inmates with major mental illness that have a
higher acuity level. We are in process of expanding the capac-
ity of the Unit so treatment can be provided to a broader range
of inmates. We will assign additional staff to the unit including
one full time psychiatrist, several nurses, an additional psy-
chologist, two mental health practitioners, and a social worker.
The extra staff will enable us to provide more treatment to a
greater number of inmates

Psychiatric services, primarily in the form of psychiat-
ric medication management, are also provided. NDCS has one
full time staff psychiatrist and two consulting psychiatrists.
Approximately 20% of inmates are prescribed psychiatric medi-
cations.
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Crisis services are available for situations that are
acute such as imminent suicidality or emergent psychiatric is-
sues. These issues are handled immediately as they arise and
take priority. Staff are on call after hours and handle emergen-
cies that occur.

The transformation process that is underway with
NDCS Behavioral Health has resulted in a focus on providing
clinical services to inmates with major mental illness, which is
a growing high risk/high need group within the state prison
system. A wide range of services are offered that ranges from
monitoring, outpatient treatment, residential treatment, psychi-
atric services and discharge planning. The transformation will
continue as we develop and adapt services aimed at meeting the
needs of the mentally ill offenders in our care.

Corrections Department, elects to operate

its own education program next year.

By Mel Beckman, Editor, Nebraska Criminal Justice Review.
The following article is based on an interview with Janee
Pankuk, Educational Program Coordinatorfor the Nebraska
Department of Correctional Services.

On December 314 of this year, Metropolitan Commu-
nity College will no longer be under contract to provide educa-
tional classes in the prisons of Nebraska. Metro has had the
contract for ten years. As of January 14, the Dept, of Correc-
tional Services will develop and administer its own educational
program for inmates.

In August of this year, the Department sent to various
schools a request for proposals to provide educational services.
Metro was the only applicant. Metro’s base price for offering
educational services during 2008 was $1,792,874. This, ac-
cording to Ms. Pankuk, was beyond what the Department
wanted to pay and Metro was not offered a contract.

The Department’s budget for educational program-
ming for the current fiscal year (July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008)
is $1,535,962. The planned budget for next year (July 1, 2008
to June 30, 2009) is $1,615,962. In the last ten years, the edu-
cation budgets have ranged from a low of $1,118,628 in 2003 to
a high of $2,194,262 in 2002.

According to Ms. Pankuk, the lack of agreement on a
contract was a disappointment to both the Department and
Metro. She credited Metro with having provided excellent ser-
vice and even absorbing some costs not provided for under past
contracts.

The task of organizing the Department’s program will
fall to Jan Axtell, lead teacher at the Nebraska Correctional
Center for Women. Ms. Axtell is a fully certified teacher with
30 years of experience and has been with the prison at York for
32 years. Some of those who have been teaching in the Metro
program have applied for positions with the Department of Cor-
rectional Services. As of December 10, eleven of the Metro
teachers were offered contracts and had accepted employment
with the Department.



Ms. Pankuk expects the Department’s program to con-
tinue the same core curriculum of Math, Science, Language
Arts, and Social Science offered by Metro. Optional programs
like parenting, relationships, cognitive thinking and pre-release
will still be offered. But the Department wants to put more
emphasis on vocational education and literacy. With self op-
eration of the educational program, a savings in administrative
costs is envisioned and those funds can be devoted to program.

All students coming into prison will receive an evalua-
tion to determine a base-line level of education. All 27 teach-
ers at the various facilities will be certified and additional spe-
cial education help will be available to inmates. What will not
be offered after Dec. 314 are post-secondary classes, although
the Department is in discussion about that with U.N.O. Inmates
who have progressed to one of the two community corrections
centers can be released to attend college classes (educational
release) but only seven are on educational release at this time.
The cost must be paid by inmates themselves and most prefer to
find ajob, said Ms. Pankuk.

In reply to a question about waiting lists for educa-
tional classes, Ms Pankuk acknowledged that there are waiting
lists and that waiting lists will continue because the prisons are
very crowded and programming space in the prisons was built
for a much lower number of prisoners.

NCJR contacted Metropolitan Community College for
comments for this article, but a spokesperson referred all ques-
tions to the Department of Corrections and stated only that
Metro was not awarded a contract.

The Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility
Community High School

By Warden Cathy Waller-Borovac

Effective January 1, 2008, the Nebraska Department of
Correctional Services will open the NCYF Community High
School. For the first time in over forty years, the Nebraska De-
partment of Education has approved the opening of a new Spe-
cial Purpose High School. The last Special Purpose Schools to
open in the State were at the Youth Rehabilitation Centers in
Kearney and in Geneva.

The opening of this new Special Purpose School is one
of several changes to the Department of Correction’s changes to
the Education system. The main purpose for opening a Special
Purpose High School at the NCYF is to better prepare inmates
for re-entering the competitive job market or to enter secondary
schools when they complete their sentences and return to a
community setting.

The new high school will operate as a year-round
school and all youthful inmates assigned to the Nebraska Cor-
rectional Youth Facility are eligible to attend. Comprehensive
testing and assessment of current academic levels will be con-
ducted, along with verification of scholastic records with the
last school of residency. Most inmates assigned to NCYF will
be able complete all required credits to earn a high school di-
ploma before completion of their sentence. For those inmates
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Educational staffing levels in the prisons
Editor’s Note: Thefigures below, for the number of teachers, were
contained in the August 10th “Requestfor Proposals” sent out by
the Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services. The inmate population
numbers at the various prisons are from the Department’s Novem-
ber, 2007 monthly data sheet.

Nebraska State Penitentiary,
Four teachers plus one lead/head teacher.

Population, 1,160.

Tecumseh State Correctional Institution,
Four teachers plus one lead/head teacher.

Population, 904.

Lincoln Correctional Center,
Three teachers plus one lead/head teacher.

Population, 444.

Omaha Correctional Center,
Three teachers plus one lead/head teacher.

Population, 601.

Nebraska Correctional Center for Women, Population 306.
Two teachers plus one lead/head teacher.

Work Ethic Camp, Population 13 inmates/ 77 probationers.
The equivalent of three full time teachers, inch one lead/head.

Community Corrections Center, Lincoln, Population 378.
Community Corrections Center, Omaha,  Population 166.
The equivalent of .25 teachers per site, to be provided by staff
assigned to the Nebraska State Penitentiary and the Omaha
Correctional Center, respectively.

Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility, Population, 77.
Three teachers in grade levels 7-12, one of which must have a
special education endorsement.

who are serving short sentences, GED classes will be offered.
In addition, vocational classes, English as a second language,
and other advanced level courses will be available.

The Department of Education will monitor and audit
all operations at the new school prior to granting full accredita-
tion. The school must also participate in all state-wide reading
and writing testing mandates, as well as all required curriculum
components that other high schools must comply with.

The NCYF Community High motto is Discipline, Atti-
tude, Work. Goals, Success or (DAWGS), and the inmates will
participate in a contest to design the DAWGS mascot.

The NCYF Community High is a challenging venture
for Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility staff and the Depart-
ment of Correctional Services; however it is a positive step to-
ward better educating youth for return to Nebraska Communi-
ties. Not only will this be a win for the inmates, but for the Edu-
cation and Workforce arenas as well. Better educated youth
with opportunities to achieve higher paying jobs will hopefully
translate to a reduction in return to criminal activity.

For further information about the NCYF Community
High School, please contact Warden Cathy Waller-Borovac or
Principal Mark Jensen at 402-595-2000.



Sea change in thinking about treating

juveniles as adults

By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor of Sociology and Social Work.
Ph. 402-466-8460.

According to Laurie Gardugue ofthe McCarther Foun-
dation, “There has been a huge sea change...(in treating juve-
niles as adults); it’s across the country. ...It certain helps that
there has been a decline in juvenile crime and delinquency.”

Sharon Cohen, in a Dec. 2, 2007 Associated Press arti-
cle, “States Re-Think Charging Kids as Adults,” writes: “States
are rethinking and, in some cases, retooling juvenile sentencing
laws. They’re responding to new research on the adolescent
brain, and studies that indicate teens sent to adult court end up
worse off than those who are not. They get in trouble more
often, they do it faster and the offenses are more serious.”

In the September, 2007 issue ofthe Nebraska Criminal
Justice Review, Editor Mel Beckman addressed one major issue
concerning juveniles—Ilife sentences for crimes committed by
juveniles before they are 18. He gave the names and ages of 30
former youth who received life and are still in Nebraska pris-
ons. Beckman noted that an additional 75 were admitted to
prison with life sentences before they reached their 25th birth-
day. This meant that young offenders comprise nearly half of
Nebraska’s 214 lifers. This is even more daunting since the
Pardons Board of Nebraska has, in the last 15 years, completely
stopped granting commutation of life sentences to a set number
of years. “Life” in Nebraska at present means life—no parole!

Amnesty International’s 2005 report, “The Rest of
Their Lives: Life Without Parole for Child Offenders in the
United States,” called for an end to the practice of sentencing
child offenders to life without parole. Beckman concluded his
article by quoting an Amnesty International recommendation
that legislation should be enacted that abolishes life without
parole for any offense committed by a child, and that it should
be retroactive. He also asked readers ifthey would support new
legislation in Nebraska that would eliminate the sentence of life
without parole for any crime committed by a person under the
age of 18. Responses are included in this issue. (See pages six
and seven)

In the same issue, Peggy Adair outlined the policy of
the League of Women Voters of Nebraska, opposing life with-
out parole for child offenders. She wrote that the United Na-
tions Human Rights Committee confirmed that the United
States is violating it legal obligation whenever a child offender
is given a sentence of life without parole.

In this article, | will summarize the key elements of the
Cohen piece. Despite some dissenting voices, most from prose-
cutors, (e.g., “We need to focus on protecting the public—that’s
No. 1. Then we can address the needs of juvenile offenders™),
and politicians (who use the phrase “adult crime, adult time”),
many states have already begun to make changes. Colorado has
formed a juvenile clemency board to hear cases of kids con-
victed as adults. The head of the seven-member panel says it’s
an acknowledgement that teens are still developing and differ-
ent from adults. A new law in Colorado replaced the juvenile
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life-without-parole sentence with the possibility of parole after
40 years. Michigan and California are giving another look and
considering a chance for freedom after 25 years.

A MacArthur Foundation report stated that “about half
of the states are involved in juvenile justice reforms—among
them, taking more kids out of the adult system, providing more
mental health and community-based services, and improving
conditions at detention centers.” A recent report coming from a
task force of the Center for Disease Control stated, “Youths
tried as adults and housed in adult prisons commit more crimes,
often more violent ones, than minors who remain in the juvenile
justice system.”

Donna Bishop, criminal justice professor, stated, “The
juvenile correctional system is more rehabilitative and treat-
ment-oriented. The adult system, for the most part, is a ware-
house where kids spend a great deal of time with older, more
seasoned, more serious offenders, many of whom talk about
becoming a better criminal.”

Judge Michael Corriero, who presides over a Manhat-
tan youth court for 13 to 15 year olds accused of serious crimes,
tries to steer as many kids as possible away from criminal court.
“If you take a 14 year old and give him an adult sen-
tence...you’re taking him out of the community at his most vul-
nerable time. His character is still malleable. Fourteen and
fifteen year old kids are supposed to be learning from their mis-
takes. They’re becom-
ing socialized. If you Ifyou take a 14 year old and
put them in an institu- give him an adult sen-

tion, what is that kid ) : :
going to look like in 10 tence...you re taking him out of

years? What specific the community at his most vul-
skills will he have? nerable time. His character is
What empathy? What still malleable.

can we expect of kids Judge Michael Corriero

that are taken away and

criminalized before their time?

Corriero says about 65% of the cases he handles are
sent to mentoring, counseling or alternative programs, mostly
private. If the kids succeed, their records are sealed. In this
context, Melissa Sickmunf notes that treatment programs are
very expensive, but they pay off in the long run. “If you do
good injuvenile justice, you won’t have adult criminals.”

What conclusion should we come to regarding Ne-
braska and our 30 youth offenders sentenced to life in prison?
Legislation to lessen the likelihood of life sentences for youth is
presently being prepared for introduction at the 2008 session of
the Nebraska Unicameral. In an informal conversation with
Lancaster County Prosecutor Gary Lacey, | sensed his concern
for public safety unless youth offenders are properly tried and
incarcerated. Public Defender Dennis Keefe, although express-
ing some fears about the constitutionality of any new legisla-
tion, expressed grave misgivings about sentencing youth to life
in prison. He speculated on the possibility of extending years (
of control for youth offenders..

In any case, the dialogue has begun.



New registration requirements for sexual
offenders coming soon. Federal guidelines
indicate the direction.

Editor’s note: The information below isfrom the website of SMART,
the Sex Offender Sentencing, Monitoring, Apprehending, Register-
ing, and Tracking Office of the U.S. Department of Justice. The
SMART website (http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/smart/proposed.htm) has
a copy of the proposed guidelines for implementing the “Sex Of-
fender Registration and Notification Act (SORNA) ” which is Title 1
of the Federal Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act of
2006. The proposed guidelines were published in May of 2007. Fi-
nal guidelines are expected in early 2008. Nebraska and other states
must implement the Sex Offender Registration and Notification Act
by July 27, 2009 or risk a 10 percent Bryne Justice Assistance Grant
fund reduction. What now follows is from a 17 page “Frequently
Asked Questions” section posted on the SMART website.

Question 15. What information is required in jurisdic-
tions’ sex offender registries?

Sex offenders are required to provide the following information
to the sex offender registry:

«  Names, including all aliases used by the sex offender

o Date of birth, including both actual date of birth and any
false date(s) of birth used by the sex offender

e All Internet identifiers and addresses, e.g., e-mail and in-
stant messaging addresses

* All telephone numbers including both land lines and cell
phone numbers

e Social Security Numbers (SSN), including both valid gov-
emmentally assigned SSNs and any other SSNs used by
the sex offender

* Residence address

*  Other residence information (i.e. where the sex offender
has a home or habitually lives) in relation to sex offenders
who lack a residence address for any reason—e.g., home-
lessness, or living in a house in a rural or tribal area that
has no street address

* Temporary lodging information about any place in which
the sex offender is staying for 7 or more days, including the
place and the period of time the sex offender is staying
there.

»  Passport and immigration document information

*  Employer’s name and address

e Other employment information concerning the places
where the sex offender works, if the sex offender has no
fixed place of employment, such as information about nor-
mal travel routes or the general area(s) in which the sex
offender works.

*  Professional licenses

»  School name and address

*  Vehicle information including description and license plate
or registration number

e Physical description of the sex offender

e  Text of the registration offense or offenses

e Criminal history and other criminal justice information

e Current photograph

*  Fingerprints and palm prints

* DNA information

»  Driver’s license or identification card
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Question 17. What information must be available to the
public through public websites?

In order to comply with SORNA the following registry infor-
mation about each sex offender that lives, works, or goes to
school in a particular jurisdiction must be included on that juris-
diction’s sex offender website:

e The name of the sex offender, including all aliases.

e The address of each residence at which the sex offender
resides or will reside and, if the sex offender does not have
any (present or expected) residence address, other informa-
tion about where the sex offender has his or her home or
habitually lives. (If current information of this type is not
available because the sex offender is in violation of the
requirement to register or unbeatable, the website must
note this.)

*  The address of any place where the sex offender is an em-
ployee or will be an employee and, if the sex offender is
employed but does not have a definite employment ad-
dress, other information about where the sex offender
works.

e The address of any place where the sex offender is a stu-
dent or will be a student.

e The license plate number and a description of any vehicle
owned or operated by the sex offender.

»  Aphysical description of the sex offender.

» The text of the sex offense for which the sex offender is
registered and any other sex offense for which the sex of-
fender has been convicted.

e Acurrent photograph of the sex offender.

Editor’s Note: Question 18 provides that the identity of the victim
may not be included on public websites, nor the offender’s social
security number. Ajurisdiction has the discretion, however, to name
the offender’s employer and the name of an educational institution
where the sex offender is a student.

Human Rights Watch opposes the regis-
tration and community notification re-
guirements of the Adam Walsh Act

Editors Note: The following quotes are from No Easy Answers:
Sex Offender Laws in the United States, published by Human Rights
Watch, Sept. 2007. 144 pages. See http://hrw.org/reports/2007/
us090 7/us0907web.pdf.

“All provisions of the Adam Walsh Act that deal with state registration
and community notification requirements should be repealed. If Con-
gress does not repeal the Adam Walsh Act requirements as they per-
tain to state registration and community notification, states should not
adopt the Adam Walsh Act provisions to their registration and commu-
nity notification laws.”

“...the United States is the only country in the world that has such a
panoply of measures governing the lives of former sex offenders. It is
the only country Human Rights Watch knows of with blanket laws
prohibiting people with prior convictions for sex crimes from living
within designated areas. To our knowledge, six other countries
(Australia, Canada, France, Ireland, Japan, and the United Kingdom)
have sex offender registration laws, but the period required for regis-
tration is usually short and the information remains with the police.
South Korea is the only country other than the United States that has
community notification laws.”


http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/smart/proposed.htm
http://hrw.org/reports/2007/
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Should the very young be sentenced to life (and death) in prison?

Editor's note: Readers ofthe September, 2007 issue of this newsletter were invited to respond to the question, “Wouldyou support new legisla-
tion in Nebraska that would eliminate the sentence of life withoutparolefor any crime committed by aperson under the age of 18? Why or why
not? No responses were receivedfrom opponents of such legislation. The September issue of the NCJR contained information about 30 mi-
nors, admitted to Nebraska prisons before age 19, with life to life sentences. To access the September issue, go to: cs002.archomaha.org/Jiles.

FATHER VAL PETER

In 2005, two groups, Human Rights Watch and Am-
nesty International, published a joint report of more than 120
pages. | have belonged to Amnesty International for three dec-
ades and have read this lengthy and well researched report. The
report has four pages of recommendations.

In response to a request from the Nebraska Criminal
Justice Review, the Nebraska Department of Correctional Ser-
vices provided a list of 30 inmates falling into the category of
youth tried as adults, serving life to life sentences. | wrote to
each of them and received responses from more than half, a
very good response rate.

There are two Boards which have authority in this
matter - the Nebraska Board of Parole and the Nebraska Board
of Pardons. The Nebraska Board of Pardons is made up of
three persons, the Governor, the Attorney General, and the Sec-
retary of State. These are all three elected positions, so the ac-
tions of this three member Board are certainly subject to the
politics of getting elected and re-elected. The Board of Pardons
has, since 1990, denied any and all applications for commuta-
tion.

In 2005, Attorney General Jon Bruning voted to com-
mute the life sentence of Jeremy Herman. Governor Dave
Heineman and Secretary of State John Gale voted against it.
Bruning was incensed and asked the reporters in the room to
take down his remarks. *“We say we need to be tough on crime.
I’'ve been so tough on crime it makes me want to throw up
sometimes. How tough on crime can we be? This Board used
to commute people. Tough guys like (former Governor) Char-
ley Thone and Jim Exon would commute people. We commute
none. Why do we even have a Pardons Board?” These are
my recommendations to the Nebraska Unicameral:

e Enact legislation abolishing the sentence of life without
parole for any offense committed by a child.

«  But this should also be contingent upon a certain number of
years which a convicted person would serve for capital crimes
before a mandatory first parole hearing. And that number of
years should be at the discretion of the judge.

e That minors should serve their sentences in ajuvenile facil-
ity until they reach the age of 21.

e That educational opportunities should be provided for any-

one convicted of serious capital offenses as a minor.

To impose upon a minor a sentence of life without
parole is in some ways essentially tantamount to executing that
minor’s soul and ultimately their life. That’s why we need to
provide for possible commutation and parole of lifers convicted
while minors.

I am not saying that all those lifers convicted as mi-
nors should be released tomorrow. 1’m not even prepared to
say that all of them will get to the point where they should be
released. | am simply asking for a very serious review of this
very important matter.

TROY COLLIERS

I support new legislation in Nebraska that would
eliminate the sentence of life without parole for any crime com-
mitted by a person under the age of 18. And I question why
Article 37 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child is
signed by the U.S. and not ratified and enforced.

I am in agreement with The Rest of Their Lives' argu-
ment that a life sentence without the possibility of parole is
never appropriate, especially in our country, for youth under 18.
We in the United States point out inhumane treatment in other
countries. What hypocrisy, then, to incarcerate for life youth
under 18, who are still developing physically, mentally and
emotionally. There should be a range of alternatives, including
the commutation of their sentences to terms of years.

| spoke to some of my colleagues (mental health pro-
viders) and their responses were in agreement that our youth
offenders should not be thrown away. They recommend legis-
lation that abolishes life sentences for children. Also noted was
the disproportion of people of color on the list of youth lifers in
Nebraska.

CONNIE KOLLASCH

I would definitely support legislation in Nebraska that
would allow for the possibility of parole for a person who was
sentenced to life in prison for a crime they committed before
the age of 18. Why? Because children are not adults. Their
brains do not function like adult brains (just ask the parents of
any teenage boy or girl!) Children can be impulsive, short-term
thinkers, and not always capable of foreseeing the consequence
of their poor decisions. Children do not possess a strong sense
of identity because that is their developmental task as a teen-
ager. Thus, children can be influenced by the “wrong people”
and bad environments.

I fully realize that children can commit heinous
crimes, and they need to be punished, and society needs to be
protected. However, mandatory sentencing does not give the
judge any discretion, and life without parole does not provide
for the opportunity to make amends to society - a necessary
step in restoring one’s sense of goodness and purpose. Why
can’t we rely on the intelligence of professional correctional
staff, and the integrity of mental health and educational provid-
ers to determine when and if a child criminal is capable of rein-
tegrating into society? (God doesn’t make “throw away” chil-
dren.)

Current research information related to sentencing
child criminals to life in prison without the possibility of parole,
and principles from the international Convention on the Rights
of the Child need to be more widely disseminated. Society
needs to find the political will to do the right things for chil-
dren, those in prison and those in our communities.

LUCILLE SAUNDERS
As a teacher, | know that lives can be turned around,



especially at that age. Teens are easily swayed by peers - we
know that because that is probably why they are in prison.
They can just as well be influenced to change the direction of
their lives and live as respected citizens. Often too, if the right
idult comes into their lives, that person can have a great trans-
forming effect. At that young age, they definitely need another
chance.

GUS SHOFFNER

What to do with our youth? When our youth do not
conform to the norms, our actions are usually aimed at labeling,
ignoring or eliminating. This is our failure to believe that pro-
viding leadership, moral development and a caring environment
can change behavior.

When one is bom in a hopeless environment and has
no value of life, killing becomes a natural outcome. It is not
enough to look at the race or sex of individuals that have been
sentenced to life to life. Let us include the environment in
which the majority of these crimes are committed. Our consti-
tution speaks of the “pursuit of happiness” and yet, before hope
can be established, our failure eliminates the opportunity.

Before rehabilitation can be considered as a goal, we
must first ensure that habilitation has occurred. Let us examine
the effort we, as a culture, have made to ensure that every child
is bom in an environment that has hope.

America has changed in its values. Life without parole
for child offenders does not confirm that children are our great-
est hope for the future. It says just the opposite. Children that
do not conform are hopeless and should be eliminated. Chil-
dren who have no hope cannot conform. We seem to have lost
our faith that these children can ever be of value to the commu-
fnity. Should the child be eliminated or the hopeless situation?

| think that incarceration is necessary in some cases.
However, | do not believe that incarceration alone is the an-
swer. When a child is caught with alcohol, we look for the
adult that provided it. When a child kills with a gun, we act as
if the child is responsible and is sentenced to life to life without
parole. This makes no sense.

I strongly urge our law makers to enact legislation that
abolishes the sentence of life without parole for any offense
committed by a child. Further, | would hope that any incarcera-
tion of youth include mandatory education that consists of the
arts, science, history, math and citizenship.

Nebraska legislators are asked to eliminate
life sentences for the very young

What follows is the text of a letter sent to all members of the Ne-
braska Legislature by Family and Friends of Inmates, Omaha. The
organization provides supportfor those whose loved ones are incar-
cerated and advocatesfor a humane, rational and restorative correc-
tional system. Ph. 402-558-2085.

“This letter is to ask you to sponsor or support legislation
which would abolish the sentence of life in prison without possibility
of release for any offense committed by a child under age 18. Further,
we feel that such legislation should include a retroactivity provision.
The thirty former children who were incarcerated in Nebraska since
1971 with life to life sentences should be given the possibility of even-
tual parole.

Even though child offenders can and occasionally do commit
crimes as horrendous as those of adults, they are not fully mature and
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cannot be held to the same standards of responsibility as adults. A
sentence of life to life is inappropriate for children, a fact which is
recognized and accepted by almost the entire world outside the United
States.

We hope Nebraska will follow the example of Kentucky,
Oregon, New York, and the District of Columbia which exclude child
offenders who are tried as adults from being sentenced to life without
possibility of release.

Family and Friends of Inmates, Omaha, has resolved to pro-
mote and support the kind of legislation described above and we will
encourage support from the general public after it is introduced.
Thank you for considering this request.”

Legislation likely to be introduced in January

Language is being drafted for a bill which would eliminate life
to life sentences for youth whose crimes are committed while
they were under age 18 and provide the possibility of eventual
parole for those who already have life sentences. Senators
Dwite Pedersen and Lowen Kruse are considering introduction.

Join the effort to end life sentences for youth?

Family and Friends of Inmates, Omaha, is organizing state-
wide support for legislation to abolish life sentences for the
very young. Individuals and groups in all the legislative
districts are invited to write to: FFI, Omaha, 2417 Burdette
Street, Omaha, NE 68111. Or call 402-558-2085. Or send
an e-mail to: mgbeckman@hotmail.com. All who supply an
e-mail address will receive regular updates on progress.

Did you know?

In Nebraska, since 1971 30 persons have been admitted to
prison at ages ranging from 14 to 18, with life to life

sentences.* In the United States, there are currently 2,225
people in prison, sentenced to spend the rest of their lives there,
for crimes they committed as children. ** In all the rest of the

world, only about 12 persons have been found to be serving
life without parole sentences for crimes committed during their
youth.**

* Information supplied by the Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services.

** From The Rest of Their Lives: Life Without Parolefor Child Offenders in
the United States. Amnesty Intemational/Human Rights Watch,
Copyright, 2005.

The Nebraska Criminal 2008 Budget

Justice Review needs
your help! $10,000 -
$2100 has been raised so far
to cover our expenses during $ 8,000 -
2008. Thank you to those who
have donated. Please consider $ 6,000 -
making a year-end or a new-
year’s donation. Contributions
to Holy Family for the news- $4,000 -
letter are tax-deductible.

$2,100 -

Holy Family Church
1715 lzard Street
Omaha, NE 68102
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Bar-None Housing, LLC: While inmates
are trained for future jobs, Nebraska
towns benefit from affordable housing

By Mel Beckman, Editor, Nebraska Criminal Justice Review. The
following article is based on interviews with Jerry Karel, owner of
Karel Construction in Ravenna and Hugh Robinson, Production
Supervisorfor Bar-None Housing, LLC in Lincoln.

Since July, 2001, Bar-None Housing has been building
new houses at a warehouse about a half mile from the Nebraska
State Penitentiary in Lincoln. Each morning, a crew of five to
twelve minimum security inmates from the Penitentiary arrive
at the warehouse accompanied by a correctional officer. They
pick up their construction tools and go to work on one or more
partially built houses perched on set-ups in the yard. Hugh
Robinson, Production Supervisor for Bar-None, and one other
staff person direct the inmates’ work and provide training. A
small number of the inmates have had some prior construction
experience but most have not. Their offenses were mostly non-
violent and alcohol or drug related.

Robinson, who has been in the construction business
for 30 years, says that he did not go into this program as a “do
good” project but it is clear that he is proud of what is being
accomplished by Bar-None. Good, well-built homes are being
produced and inmates are being trained in much more than how
to frame a wall. They also learn a work ethic, respect for oth-
ers, how to interact with others on a non-confrontational basis
and how to take criticism without becoming angry.

Inmates who work for Comhusker State Industries
inside the Penitentiary walls also have a hand in building the
houses. They produce some components, like kitchen cabinets
and counter-tops, for use in the houses.

Bar-None is a nonprofit limited liability corporation,
and a division of the nonprofit Nebraska Housing Resource. It
collaborates with the Dept, of Correctional Services, Com-
husker State Industries, the Federal Home Loan Bank of
Topeka, Nebraska Investment Finance Authority, and the Ne-
braska Department of Economic Development. Their pooled
resources and cooperation result in production of a house
which, while smaller than that built by most construction com-
panies, meets the needs of many rural residents, is affordable,
very energy efficient and low maintenance.

Houses built by Bar-None are marketed under the
trade name of “Prairie Gold Homes.” The business mailing
address for Bar-None is Bar-None Housing, LLC, 1230 ‘O’
Street #240, Lincoln NE 68508. The Executive Director is
Bob Peterson, 402-434-3904. Information about the type and
quality of homes being built can be seen at www.bamone.biz.

When a house is finished, it is transported over county
roads, as a rule, because it is built whole, not in two halves. A
local developer will have already prepared a lot and foundation
on which to place it. Hook up of utilities, construction of drive-
ways and porches, etc. is done by the developer.

In Ravenna, Nebraska, for example Jerry Karel of Ka-
rel Construction has already placed two of the houses and
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Hugh Robinson, Production Supervisor, in the Bar-None Housingwarehouse

Jerry Karel with NCJR editor at Bar-None house in Ravenna.

is offering the homes for sale under a down payment assistance
program of the City of Ravenna. Bar-None has built 48 homes
since 2001. They have gone to mostly eastern and central Ne-
braska towns, including places such as Wymore, Crete, Dor-
chester, Cook, Hartington, Laurel, and Hastings.

NCJR contacted John Soby, a former inmate who
worked at Bar-None for a year and a half. He said the program
was very good and he learned a lot of skills which he could use
right away after release from prison. He was quickly employed
with a custom home builder and now has his own company,
doing business as Black and White Contracting, LLC. Of the
supervisory staff, he said, “they were stem, but like in the real
world, where you have to keep things moving to make any
money. Its not playtime every day.”

Bar-None appears to be a win-win thing for all con-
cerned. Inmates have work to do and are trained in a market-
able skill. Rural towns get new housing. The home-buyer getJ
an affordable, quality home with a choice of floor plans. Th?
contractor/developer gets a nearly-ready-to-sell product minus
many of the uncertainties of cost and construction.


http://www.bamone.biz

Voices of dissent heard on Lancaster
County Jail Project

By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor of Sociology and Social
ork. Ph. 402-466-8460.

Three top officials have seriously questioned and/or
called for a moratorium on the County Commissioners' head-
long rush to build and operate their costly new jail. Construc-
tion costs could run as high as $94 million with $20 million
more annually to operate the facility. Those figures should give
us all pause to question and propose alternatives.

Sheriff Terry Wagner (LJS, 11/14) had concerns about
transportation issues that will accompany any off-site jail. Of
even greater concern was the Commissioners' lack of including
his office in the pre-architectural study and planning. Neither
he nor Chief Casady were asked to provide local crime and
arrest statistics, which are vital to any plan for a new jail.
Casady expressed his concern about transportation and jail de-
sign and feels that he was not adequately included in the plan-
ning. Wagner suggested that the Commissioners "take a step
back and make sure all the information is available to you for
the total cost of this whole project.”

Public Defender Dennis Keefe was even more forth-
right (LJS, 11/16). "I believe, seriously, you ought to take a
step backward from the jail for a second and give alternatives to
incarceration a chance to work.” In addition, Keefe suggested
a real moratorium —perhaps appointing local stakeholders to
meet and consider alternatives. He urged that the present alter-
natives of community corrections, house arrest, electronic
monitoring, more efficient bonding out, shorter pre-sentence
investigations, and the like be given adequate chance to work,
that is, to decrease the jail population. The programs were
only recently expanded and given additional funding.

The myth that county jail inmates are a danger to the
community needs to dispelled. The head law enforcement offi-
cials, the County Prosecutor and Public Defender all agree that,
with a few exceptions, these are people we are angry with not
that we fear. They are charged with crimes such as shoplifting,
bad checks, DWI, public intoxication, vagrancy, or some devi-
ant behavior due to mental illness or homelessness.

To the County Commissioners' credit, $92,000 was
recently added to the Community Corrections budget to do ex-
actly what officials have suggested above. These alternatives
are expanding and beginning to have a significant impact on the
jail population. More and more, judges are buying into
the programs. As Public Defender Keefe said, we should
give these fledgling programs a chance before building an ex-
pensive new jail. We have been giving lip service to alterna-
tives for almost 20 years and now, when we are finally imple-
menting them on a significant basis, is not the time to abandon
them.

In addition to public officials, more voices are being
raised from the community. Some are also suggesting alterna-
tives to incarceration. Others, alternatives for spending the
money, such as parks, education, and crime prevention. Still
others suggest re-thinking the whole project.
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Some citizen examples:

"..it's just awful the money we're putting into prisons in-
stead of prevention."
"...maybe we're putting too many people in jail that are not a
threat to society."
" 1 think they should have consulted the people involved...”
"To alleviate fuel expenses, the parking lot to the south
could have (jail) expansion with a skywalk..."

Perhaps the local business community (LIBA) should
weigh in and question the Commissioners more thoroughly. |
have not heard a word from the County Democrats or Republi-
cans. Perhaps this is an issue that they could agree on.

To the Commissioners, | say, "Whoa! Slow
down. What's the rush?" Crime was been decreasing for the
past 20 years. Why then are we incarcerating more citizens
and building more prisons when we have viable alternatives?

Douglas County Re-Entry Program

Thefollowing isfrom afact sheet about the Re-entry program sup-
plied by Muirne Heaney, Legal Aid ofNebraska.

The Douglas County Re-Entry Program is a pilot pro-
gram created by the Charles Drew Health Center, Fathers for a
Lifetime, the State of Nebraska, the Douglas County District
Court—Conciliation Court, and Legal Aid of Nebraska. It is
intended to help parents, both mothers and fathers, reconnect
with their children and fulfill the responsibilities of being a par-
ent. It is designed for non-custodial parents who are preparing
for their release from prison and re-entry to society.

Eligibility: The child support order must be from the
Douglas County Courts. The applicant must have been incar-
cerated for at least one year. The child support order must have
been issued before the applicant’s incarceration and not modi-
fied before the applicant went to prison. The applicant must be
no more than three months away from his/her release date. The
custodial parent is receiving state assistance and the applicant’s
child support is being used to reimburse the state for the welfare
money the custodial parent receives. The applicant is seeking
visitation with his/her children. Upon release from prison, the
applicant must live in an area that allows for participation in the
program.

Not eligible: If in prison because you were convicted
for failing to pay child support, for sexual assault, or for a do-
mestic-related assault. If you want to obtain custody of your
children.

Among the benefits for the applicant who completes
the program successfully: you may be able to re-establish a
relationship with your children and have regular contact. The
portion of your child support debt that is interest on back-child
support that accrued while you were in prison will be forgiven.

How to apply: Call Legal Aid of Nebraska at 402-
348-1069. Wait for the operator. Tell the operator you are call-
ing for the Re-Entry Program. Be ready to provide the operator
your name, your inmate number and your address. You will
then receive forms to fill out through the mail, along with a
postage pre-paid envelope addressed to Legal Aid.



LETTERS

Educational options reduced at York prison

Some changes, not for the good, are taking place at the
only female penitentiary in Nebraska, the Nebraska Correc-
tional Center for Women (NCCW).

NCCW has lost college classes that are provided by
Metropolitan Community College. The male prisons (which
total five in all) have also lost college classes, but the effect will
not be as devastating to them as they offer far more in terms of
programming, work opportunities and vocational training than
is true at York. In addition, male inmates are transferred to
different security level prisons as their classifications change
(allowing them better opportunities and programming). The
female inmates, on the other hand, stay in the same prison year
after year under the same housing and programming, regardless
of their classification or security level. In York, we have less
mental health programming, and, if you are a violent offender
under long incarceration, you have little or no programming
whatsoever.

Many of us violent offenders took advantage of the
classes offered by Metro Community College. It was truly the
only thing offered that allowed for improvement in our lives.
Many of us were added to the Dean’s list and our success or
completion rate was the highest of all Nebraska prisons.

I have personally watched young women come into the
prison without even a high-school diploma, obtain their G.E.D.
and then go on to participate in college classes, make the
Dean’s list, receive a scholarship from Metro and continue on
with their education after they leave here. These women see
just how possible it is for them to succeed. They start to be-
lieve in themselves. They leave behind the abusive relation-
ships, drugs, and the life that led them here. After release, these
women offer hope to those of us left behind, sending us pictures
of a new life. Pictures that show reunions with children,
homes, cars and life obtained through legal activity, by working
and providing for their children - because they have a better
education.

People released from prison without being prepared
come back, because they commit more crimes, costing the tax-
payer far more money than the cost of education. We need to
educate felons.

Maureen Plambeck 95472
Nebraska Correctional Center for Women

Volunteers are needed at the Penitentiary for 7thStep

I’m the President of a group (7th Step) that helps pre-
pare inmates to get out of prison and stay out. We address
problems and issues (voluntarily - no brownie points, good
time or anything). We do it because we’ve discovered and
want self-betterment (value/life). | take it seriously when a guy
steps in the group because HE is taking the initiative , doing
something for HIMself - not for the Parole Board, the prison or
anyone else, because the prison or Parole Board isn’t going to
do anything for any of us to keep us free. We must do that!!

Volunteers are a big help but we are suffering terribly
from the lack of volunteers. Not many are able to sacrifice time
out of their lives, jobs, etc., to come in to meetings, help ad-
dress issues, and assist in making arrangements for housing,
employment, drug/alcohol treatments, etc. If you know of any-
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one interested in volunteering for a very worthwhile cause,
please let them know of our need. Appreciate it!!
George Carter 37069
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Long prison terms not the only solution

Let’s put an end to long-term, anti-social isolation of
non-violent offenders by sentencing them to lengthy prison
terms. Indisputably, sincere and successful recovery can only
take place when a person who is suffering from drug addiction,
mental health, and/or behavioral health disorders is ready and
willing to change, enabling them to take responsibility for their
recovery and life.

Herein lies the problem. Without exception, self-
medicating, self-destructive individuals need help, requiring
comprehensive evaluations for substance abuse, mental health
and/or behavioral health disorders. Then a determination can
be made as to the systemic problems which are prompting the
crisis and chaos.

Let’s start sending non-violent drug offenders and
non-violent offenders with crimes that are committed for the
primary purpose of feeding a self-destructive drug addiction to
long-term treatment first, followed up by aftercare that includes
employment and/or education assistance.

This will empower the individual with tools to effec-
tively work a program of recovery, provide hope, and a chance
to become healthy, productive human beings and an asset to the
community and their families. Let’s stop wasting valuable re-
sources and continuing to rub the problem in. Instead, try an
alternative to rub the problem out.

Gregory Reising 62931
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Create a sentence review panel

Here’s a way to prove that rehabilitation still exists.
The sentence review panel (SRP) would be made up of three
persons who meet on a monthly basis and have two-year term-
limits. At least one of the three members cannot be currently
employed by the State or Federal Government. They will work
in cooperation with the Pardons Board, the Department of Cor-
rectional Services, the Parole Board and all other organizations,
groups or persons actively involved in restorative justice.

The SRP will have statutory power to recommend
commutation of sentences for first degree lifers who have
served a minimum of 25 years, and if both the Parole Board and
SRP do so, then an automatic hearing is granted before the Par-
dons Board. This collective support will weigh heavily on the
Pardons Board and will effectively count as “one vote in favor
of commutation.”

Offenders with fifteen years served who have twenty
or more years to serve, and who have completed victim impact,
alternatives to violence, pre-release, and other recommended
programming, shall be eligible to apply for SRP support for
placement at work detail or work release, subject to Department
of Correctional Services and/or Parole Board approval. Ap-
proved offenders will be required fo wear monitoring devices.

We either believe in rehabilitation (the ability to
change, with help) or we don’t. And if nothing changes, noth-
ing changes.

Johnny Woodruff 54421
Nebraska State Penitentiary



Seen but not heard: Children of incarcer-
ated parents in Nebraska

This report is a summary of a policy paper preparedfor Family and
fFriends of Inmates by Kaity Hagen, student at Creighton University.
Copies of this paper in its entirety are available upon request at
kaitlinhagen@creighton. edu.

TThe number of children with incarcerated parents is
growing, but programs to help these vulnerable children have
been slow to address this problem. In Nebraska alone, almost
five thousand children currently have a parent in prison. How-
ever, programs are absolutely necessary. The incarceration of a
parent has real consequences for children, including problems
in school, developmental delays, and a future tendency towards
crime. Current prison policies, including letter-writing, phone
calls and visits, have tried to keep families connected, but costs
and distances of correctional facilities from where the children
live make cultivating and maintaining relationships with incar-
cerated parents difficult.

Several programs, including scouting programs like
Girl Scouts Beyond Bars and mentoring programs, have tried to
combat this by improving these relationships and empowering
these children. Both have had some level of success in accom-
plishing these goals, although Girl Scouts Beyond Bars has had
more success at both improving relationships and empowering
participants. As such, energy and resources should focus on
coordinating with correctional facilities to create a similar pro-
gram in Nebraska. Mobilization of local community leaders
and others who can lend their support and participate in the
program is also vital, as a successful troop will more than likely
lead to an opportunity to extend participation to all. Every
child deserves to have a healthy and safe relationship with its
parents, and children whose parents are serving time in prison
are no exception. These children are in many ways victims. It
is time we start treating them like it.

‘Travis, Jeremy and Michelle Waul. (2003). “Prisoners Once Removed: The
Children and Families of Prisoners.” Prisoners Once Removed: The Impact of
Incarceration and Reentry on Children, Families, and Communities. Jeremy
Travis and Michelle Waul, eds. Washington D.C.: The Urban Institute Press.

2Provided by Rebecca Hickman of Nebraska Department of Correctional Ser-
vices in email interview on 16 November 2007 of self-reported statistics.

3Fritsch, Travis A., and John D. Burkhead. (1981). “Behavioral Reactions of
Children to Parental Absence due to Imprisonment.” Family Relations. 30(1),
83-88.

4Sharp, Susan F. (2003). “Mothers in Prison: Issues in Parent-Child Contact.”
The Incarcerated Woman: Rehabilitative Programming in Women}’ Prisons.
(Susan F. Sharp, ed.) Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall.

5De Anda, Diane. (2001). “A Qualitative Evaluation of a Mentor Program for
At-Risk Youth: The Participants’ Perspective.” Child and Adolescent Social
Work Journal. 18(2), 97-117.

6Block, Kathleen J., and Margaret J. Potthast. (1998). “Girl Scouts Beyond
Bars: Facilitating Parent-Child Contact in Correctional Settings.” Child Wel-
fare. 77(5), 561-578.
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Youth Rehabilitation and Treatment Center, Geneva: The
Center’s 2006-2007 Annual Report shows a total of 127 admis-
sions during 2006-2007. 54% of the girls were White; 19%
were Hispanic; 17% were Black and 10% American Indian.
The average length of stay was 7.5 months. The average daily
population was 75 and the per diem costs were $222.88. The
Geneva facility is part of the Nebraska Health and Human Ser-
vices System and its history dates back to 1891.

New Public Information Officer, N.D.C.S:  According to a
Nov. 9, 2007 news release, Connie Nemec, Legislative Coordi-
nator for the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services,
has been appointed the Agency’s Public Information Officer.
Ms. Nemec has been with the Department since 1997. Former
Public Information Officer Steve King will be Planning and
Research Manager and will further develop evidence-based
practices for the Agency by enhancing evaluation of programs
and processes.

Domestic Violence Related Homicides in Omaha/Douglas
County. The Domestic Violence Coordinating Council reports
48 verified domestic violence related homicides in the past ten
years in the Omaha/Douglas County area. For information

about the Council, including annual reports, see
www.dvccomaha. org.
FFI dialogue with Dept, of Correctional Services On Nov.

3rd, Family and Friends of Inmates, Omaha and Lincoln, met
with Mr. Ken Sturdy, Training and Development Manager of
the Dept, of Correctional Services’ Staff Training Academy.
This was the fourth in a series of semi-annual dialogues to dis-
cuss concerns of importance to relatives and friends of inmates.
For 2008 meeting times and places call 402-477-8568 in Lin-
coln and 402-558-2085 in Omaha.

Prison admissions and releases:  The following statistics
were contained in the Sept. 20, 2007 monthly data sheet pub-
lished by the Dept, of Correctional services. They are for the
period of FY 2007 (July 2006-June 2007).

e 2178 persons were newly admitted. 2503 were released.

»  Ofthe 2503 released, 1418 were released by mandatory discharge
and 1066 were paroled.

e 14 inmates died in FY 2007.

. Of the 2178 admitted , 1384 were admitted for the first time and
790 were previously admitted.

e Ofthe 2178 admitted, the most serious offense of 565 was in the
category of drugs; 295 in the category of theft; 269 in the cate-
gory of assault, 212 in the category of motor vehicle; 195 in the
category of sex offenses; 185 in the category of burglary.

*  Ofthe 2503 released, the most serious offense of 711 was in the
category of drugs; 341 in the category of theft; 316 in the cate-
gory of assault; 226 in the category of burglary; 213 in the cate-
gory of motor vehicle; 147 in the category of sex offenses.

Past issues of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review The NCJR has been published on a quarterly basis since 2000. A
number of the back issues can be read and downloaded at: ¢s002.archomaha.org/files.

You can help produce the N.C.J.R. An Advisory Committee meets quarterly. Anyone who would like to participate is welcome—
we need your knowledge, ideas and constructive criticism. Call 402-558-2085 for meeting times and places.
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Best wishesfor peace in the newyear, and
for progress toward a truly restorative
criminaljustice system in Nebraska

From the members of Holy Family Church

The NCJR needsyour help!

The survival of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review depends on the
donations of those who read it and appreciate it. If you are one who
appreciates it, please consider a new-year’s contribution of $10 or more
to help us pay the bills. Contributions to Holy Family Church for the
newsletter are tax-deductible. (See also page 7 of this issue.).
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