
“But even if the identifiable terrorist leaders were to be eliminated, would that stop future  

terrorism? Unlikely, unless the root causes of hatred against America are modified, unless the 

 ideological, political, and social bases of the mentalities of the next generation of  

potential terrorists are changed.” -Philip Zimbardo, Psychology Professor, Stanford University  

  

     Human safety and freedom are threatened by the violent attacks against the U.S. last September 

11th.  Military personnel, religious leaders, politicians, and ordinary citizens have made numerous 

suggestions regarding the ways in which the U.S. and the world should respond to these actions. 

However, these factions may support the proposed response most propitious to their vested inter-

ests, raising the ubiquitous question, "Revenge or justice?"  This issue elicits anti-war protests both 

here and abroad in the wake of U.S. and British military actions against  terrorist threats.      

     The circumstances set the stage for a conflict of interests.  Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-

ness come to the forefront, along with concerns for fairness in the treatment of those who are dif-

ferent and the avoidance of escalating conflict. Protecting all justice interests, not only for citizens 

of the world‟s democracies, but also for all the citizens of different polities worldwide, is indeed a 

daunting task.  Psychologists, political scientists, sociologists, criminologists, and other justice re-

searchers have offered some suggestions,  many of which are echoed by other groups. 

     Some researchers argue that military retaliation could foster escalated terror, fear, aggression, 

racism, hate crimes, and a cycle of violence (Montada, 2001; Zimbardo, 2001). Others tout an ap-

proach that addresses the political, economic, and religious causes of hatred toward the western 

world (Deutsch, 2001; Zimbardo, 2001).  Providing economic aid to poverty-stricken nations dem-

onstrates general concern and empathy for all people, which may help to remedy the hatred (Staub, 

2001; Deutsch, 2001). Staub also advocates military aid for groups who have fallen victim to mass 

killings and genocide.  Most scholars suggest that westerners also need to embrace cultural and 

religious differences (e.g. Zimbardo, 2001; Deutsch, 2001). Zimbardo additionally argues that we 

must not overlook the social and psychological determinants of obedience to understand the subtle 
methods of persuasion used by those who “make even good people engage in evil deeds.” Embrac-
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Inside this issue: 

Nevada Legislative Committee  
on the Death Penalty 

     The State of Nevada Legislative Commission has formed a 

Subcommittee to Study the Death Penalty and Related DNA 

Testing.  The subcommittee, which is chaired by Assembly-

woman Sheila Leslie, held its first meeting on October 29, 2001, 

and has scheduled five more meetings through June 2002.  The 

committee agenda includes death penalty issues such as racial, 

socioeconomic, and other bias; costs/deterrence/appeals process; 

DNA evidence; and the appropriateness of the death penalty for 

juvenile, elderly, or mentally retarded defendants.  Sessions are 

open to the public.  For information contact Nicolas C. Anthony, 

Senior Research Analyst, at (775) 684-6825. 

Visit us on the Web! 
The Grant Sawyer Center for Justice Studies now has a number 

of useful, justice-related resources on the world wide web at: 

http://www.unr.edu/justicestudies 

The electronic edition of this newsletter can be accessed under 

Reports and Publications and has fully active hyperlinks.  If you 

would like to receive this newsletter by email in future please let 

us know by email to: cjs@scs.unr.edu 
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Philip Zimbardo: Vantage Point: Faceless Terrorists Embody 'Creative Evil'  
     September 11, 2001, is the new day of infamy that may change 

forever the way Americans live their lives. A small band of men armed 

only with pocket knives did what no other global super power has been 
able to do to the United States. They struck terror in our hearts by 

totally demolishing in a single hour an icon of American enterprise, the 
World Trade Center. They went further in their daring attack by 

destroying a substantial section of the Pentagon, the symbol of our 
military might. They exploded horror and chaos into our collective 

lives in ways no one of us had ever before experienced, not even the 

most seasoned war veteran. Thousands of people were murdered, 
millions of lives were disrupted,  billions of dollars of business and 

income were lost. The nation and the world remain in shock at the 
unimaginable devastation that has become a defining moment for this 

generation.  
     They are the new breed of “terrorists,” faceless people carefully 

programmed to destroy their enemy at all costs. They are likely to be 
educated, well trained, blindly obedient to authority, totally dedicated 

to a religious-cultural ideology, living in a time zone of present 

fatalism, with few possessions and nothing to lose except sacrificing 
their lives for a higher cause. They embody “creative evil” at its worst, 

and in a form that could become most terrifying to democratic nations 
everywhere.   

     The bully, in a moment, can smash the sand castle that a child took 
hours to build. A vandal, in a moment, can deface a statue that an artist 

took years to create. Terrorists, in a moment, can destroy buildings that 

took years to erect, or end lives that took generations to nourish. Evil is 
the perversion of human perfection; it is the mind turned in on itself to 

hurt, harm, demean, and destroy other people, along with their 
possessions and their most valued symbols. If we take Good as the 

natural human condition, then Evil is its antithesis, and Heroism its 
opposing force. But that triad represents multiple facets of human 

nature. This terrorist attack on U.S. sovereignty represents a new level 
of creative evil in which human intellect serves the basest motives of 

violence and destruction. Thus, it is imperative not to underestimate 

the power and catalytic force of this new enemy. It is a shadowy force 
without identifiable territorial boundaries, but one that has the 

charismatic power to unite disparate allies in many nations and to 
clone kindred warriors with its fervent ideological mission and focused 

hatred toward America and its allies.  
     We have begun to appreciate the extent to which this complex, 

expertly choreographed terrorist attack was the end product of 
extensive planning, training, and professional expertise that required 

financial resources and networks of co-conspirators living among us. 

This creatively evil enemy cannot be underestimated any longer. We 
have to change our perception of this attack as “senseless violence,” as 

has often been described. Of course, this tragic destruction of lives and 
property does not make sense to us because it is incomprehensible that 

any individual or group would engage in such evil deeds. But calling it 
“senseless”, “mindless”, “insane”, or the work of “madmen” is wrong 

for two reasons. It fails to adopt the perspective of the perpetrators, as 

an act with a clearly defined purpose that we must understand in order 
to challenge it most effectively. And such negative labeling also lulls 

us into thinking it is random, not comparable to anything we do 
understand, and making us disrespectful of the high level of reasoned 

intellect behind these deeds, however distorted or diabolical it may be.  
     Constructive efforts at preventing future similar acts of  interna-

tional violence best begin with attempts to understand not only the 
Who question, but the What question as well. Our national leaders will 

seek out those who orchestrated this destructive attack against our 

nation and eventually bring them to justice.    

But even if the identifiable terrorist leaders were to be eliminated,  

would that stop future terrorism? It is unlikely, unless we know what 

are the root causes of the hatred against America; unless the 
ideological, political, and social bases of the mentalities of the next 

generation of potential terrorists are more fully appreciated and 
efforts to change them are engaged.  

     Evil has always existed in many forms and will continue to 
flourish in different ways in different places. Surely, there are 

individuals we acknowledge as embodying evil, just as Lucifer and 

Satan do -- Hitler, Stalin, Pol Pot, and other national tyrants. They 
are all dead, yet evil flourishes throughout the world with nameless 

conductors orchestrating ever new violence. It is well for us now to 
go beyond our tendency to focus on dispositional evil as a peculiar 

property or characteristic of despicable particular individuals. 
Instead, we might consider focusing on the situational determinants 

of evil in order to recognize the generic forces of evil, to identify the 
breeding grounds that can seduce even good people to become 

perpetrators of evil. Even while acknowledging our individual and 

national need for retribution and punishment of the leaders of this 
terrorist attacks, we must realize that without altering the fundamen-

tal sources of anti-American and anti-democratic beliefs and values 
in other nations, new replacements will emerge for each tyrant 

leader we punish or kill.  
     Much psychological research reveals the ease with which 

ordinary people can be recruited to engage in harmful behaviors 

against their fellows. In one classic study by Stanley Milgram, the 
majority of ordinary American citizens who participated in it blindly 

obeyed an authority figure and administered what they believed 
were painful, even lethal shocks to a stranger. Albert Bandura 

showed that intelligent students were willing to be extremely 
aggressive toward other groups of students merely because they 

were characterized with the dehumanizing label of being just “like 
animals.” In another demonstration from my own laboratory, normal 

college students recruited to role-play prison guards became their 

roles in a matter of days, behaving with escalating violence and 
sadism toward their prisoners-- other college students. We know that 

a cult leader, Jim Jones, reverend of Peoples Temple, was able to 
program his followers to commit suicide, or to kill one another on 

his command, and more than 900 American citizens did so in the 
jungles of Guyana. Research by John Steiner (an Auschwitz 

survivor) indicates that most Nazi concentration camp guards were 
“ordinary men” before and following their years of perpetrating evil.  

     Many more examples could be culled to illustrate reasons why 

we should not demonize these terrorists as an alien breed. Instead, 
we should focus on a better understanding of the mind control 

tactics and strategies that might make even good people engage in 
evil deeds at some time in their lives, and that might recruit new 

generations of impoverished young people into lives of terrorism. 
We need also to acknowledge openly “the dark side of religion” in 

terms of how religiously-based value systems can be perverted to 

justify and reward the most horrendous of human deeds. Unbridled 
evil has been carried out in the name of religion and condoned in the 

name of god over the centuries by most nations of the world, and 
still is.  

     The efforts of our military forces in tracking down and destroy-
ing the terrorist leaders has a collateral risk. It models revenge and 

retaliation at a national level which can become a stimulus for 
individual hostility toward innocent citizens in our own country 

whose ethnicity, religion, or appearance might be similar to those of  

Continued on p. 3... 



with the forces of evil than of good. We have seen the enemy -- do not 

let it become us. We have also witnessed the tremendous outpouring 

of positive emotions, good will and heroic deeds of Americans in 
response to this tragedy. We are giving money and blood, selflessly 

donating our skills and energies, and even sacrificing our lives to help 
others. This tragedy may in the long run help to nurture the best in us 

all, to rekindle civic engagement, to connect each more fully with 
family, friends and neighbors, to put community and nation before self 

interests. It may give us new reasons to be genuinely proud to be 

Americans who oppose evil with tolerance, compassion, justice, and 
love.  

 
—Philip Zimbardo, Ph.D., Professor of Psychology, Stanford 

University, President-Elect, American Psychological Association 
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     Can the recent tragedy on our own shores teach us empa-

thy for all people? Who does not agree that the perpetrators 

of the horrible acts of last Tuesday must be stopped and  

punished? But more is necessary to combat terrorism. Feel-

ings of injustice, disregard, deprivation and humiliation are 

significant roots of terrorism. When people with deep griev-

ances are unable to get any kind of redress, a breeding 

ground for terrorism exists. Such people will not necessarily 

turn to terrorism. They may turn against each other or even 

against their families. Or they may simply suffer. But the 

possibility of taking action in their own behalf or the behalf 

of their family or group will be very appealing. And violent 

actions are often framed by “leaders,” whatever the leaders‟ 

motives, as expressions of higher ideals, such as the welfare 

of their people, serving justice, or the will of God. People in 
pain and others who identify with them can replace helpless-

ness with a sense of meaning and purpose by striking out 

against those they see as their enemies, or the enemies of 

these higher ideals. I believe the U.S. is a special target for 

terrorism for several reasons. One is that many people see 

some of our actions as a nation and some of the actions of 

U.S. corporations as contributor to their own and others‟ 

suffering. Another is that we are a source of and a symbol of 

great changes in the contemporary world.  As the foremost 

and most successful practitioners of  capitalism, and as a 

source of many contemporary cultural trends that contribute 

to change, overturn tradition, and thereby create confusion 

about how to live life, both people whose lives are difficult 

and those whose lives have been deeply affected by circum-

stance and change see us, or can be led to see us, as respon-

sible. 

     To stop terrorism, our great and powerful country must 

become more concerned with the fate of people everywhere. 

Tragedy can bring people together and create caring and 

empathy. In New York and across the country people have 

been reaching out to each other in moving and striking 

ways. We can create more satisfying lives for ourselves by 

holding on to such generosity and concern about our fellow  

Ervin Staub:  What Can We Learn From This Tragedy? 
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New Ph.D. Program  
University of Windsor, Department of Sociology and  

Anthropology to Open Ph.D. Specialization in Social Justice 

In September 2002 the first students will be accepted into the Ph.D. in 
Sociology, with a specialization in Social Justice.  For more 

information visit the Web page at www.socialjusticeuniversity.org. 

(Continued from p. 2) Vantage Point: Faceless Terrorists Embody „Creative Evil‟   
the terrorists. Research by Dane Archer shows that homicide rates 

increase dramatically following all wars, the same for victor or 

loser nations, presumably because individuals learn to use violent 
means of conflict resolution as had been sanctioned by their 

national leaders. We cannot allow that transfer of hostility to 
develop, because it fuels the cycle of violence started by the 

terrorists. Terrorists create terror; terror creates fear and anger; fear 
and anger create aggression, and aggression against citizens of 

different ethnicity or religion creates racism and, in turn, new forms 

of terrorism.  
     We must individually and collectively refuse to adopt the 

terrorists‟ devaluing of human life. If we do not, and we yield to the 
quiet rage of hatred that their vile deeds have generated in most of 

us, then our desire to destroy them at all costs will ally us more  

Americans in more normal times. In a similar spirit, our pain 

ought to lead us to open our hearts to people‟s suffering 

everywhere. 

    A coalition of many nations is needed to exert many forms of 

influence and stop nations from “hosting” or sponsoring 

terrorists. But such a coalition should also act to help people in 

refugee camps, or living in great poverty. Helping by economic 

aid, but at least as importantly by providing expertise and 

training, by doing whatever caring nations can do. (Such a 

coalition would be impossible to maintain, and a spirit of 
empathy would die, if we indiscriminately bombed and killed 

many innocent people in response to the violence we have 

suffered.) 

     If we truly expand our empathy, we will stop being passive 

bystanders to the many kinds of suffering in the world.  We will 

not again be passive in the face of the extraordinary suffering of 

people who are victims of mass killing and genocide. When 

during the Holocaust the allies, flying near Auschwitz to bomb 

factories were asked to bomb the railroads leading there, or the 

gas chambers where huge numbers of people were killed every 

day, those responsible decided that no plane can be spared for 

this. When hundreds of thousands of people were being killed in 

Rwanda, with pictures of a river filled with bodies, the world did 

nothing. The U.S. even slowed down the return of some 

peacekeepers that was contemplated. If we as a nation become 

more caring about the lives and suffering of people everywhere, 

our lives will be enriched. Just as it is enriched today when we 

act, or just see our fellow Americans, act in behalf of others. 

  

—Ervin Staub, Professor of Psychology, University of Massa-

chusetts and author of “The Roots of Evil: The Origins of 

Genocide and Other Group Violence.” 
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Morton Deutsch:  Eliminating Causes and Consequences of Terrorism 

We are all horrified and shocked by the horrendous events 

which have occurred recently in which thousands of innocent 

victims were killed by well organized terrorists actions di-

rected against people and buildings in New York City, Penn-

sylvania and Washington, D.C.  From various news reports 

and statements of U.S. government officials, it seems that our 

government believes that: 

 

1.  The terrorist actions were planned, organized, and 

carried out by the bin Laden group; 
 

2. The Taliban government in Afghanistan has pro-

vided harbor for the bin Laden group; 

 

3. Elements within the government of Iraq, and possi-

ble others, have provided support of various kinds for 

the bin Laden group. 

 

     The U.S. government, with the support and possible coop-

eration of other nations, is preparing a series of responses di-

rected at the bin Laden group, the Taliban government, the 

Iraqi government, and to the general problem of  terrorism.  

Among the likely responses is a strong military action by the 

U.S. and its allies. 

     What can those of us who have been working for a just, 

peaceful, humane and sustainable world do in the light of the 

above?  I suggest that we should be sending the following 

message to our political leaders: to the President and members 

of his Cabinet, to members of Congress, and to other people 

who influence policy: 

 

(1) It is important to encourage thoughtful, deliberate policy-
making which has a long-term perspective and which 

fully takes into account the possible long-term conse-

quences of one's action.  There should be every effort to 

resist premature judgments and actions.  Time must be 

taken for careful policy-making.  Hot-tempered actions, 

based upon a primitive impulse  for revenge, are likely to 

be ineffective, costly, unduly dangerous to ourselves and 

to many innocent people, and to produce long-term conse-

quences which promote rather than eliminate terrorism. 

 

     I suggest that the best long-term strategy will involve: 

 

(a) Differentiating Islam and the terrorist groups so that the 

terrorist groups are perceived to be anti-Islam rather 

than acting as agents of Islam. This will involve very  

strong opposition to anti-Muslim actions in the U.S. and 

elsewhere.  It will also require getting the active support 

of Muslim religious authorities in denouncing terrorism 

and terrorist groups.  We do not want our actions 

against terrorist groups to provoke a war with Islam 

(this is exactly what the terrorists want).  We want to 

cooperate with Islam in de-legitimizing violence against   

civilians whatever their religious background.  We 

should encourage leading Islamic religious figures to 

broadcast statements that people who engage in 

terrorism are not acceptable in the Islamic commu-

nity, will not be allowed to enter paradise in the after-

life, and will be condemned for eternity. 

 

(b) Addressing the causes which engender hatred and 

terrorism toward the United States.  The causes are 

discussed below under [3].  Although it would be a 
mistake to feel that the actions and policies of the 

United States in any way justify the terrorist actions, 

it is well to examine in what ways we can  prevent or 

reduce the animus against the United States. 

 

(2) We can support diplomatic, political, economic, and 

limited military actions to bring to justice those who 

planned, organized, or provided support to the terrorist 

actions.  The implementation should be so focused and 

limited that it results in no or minimal harm to the 

population of the countries attacked.  Through dispropor-

tionate and cruel actions we do not want to create a 

backlash which will only create more terrorists and a 

continuous cycle of destruction. 

 

(3) We must begin to think seriously about the causes of 

terrorism and address its causes rather than believe that 

violence against terrorism will eliminate it.  Long-term 

effective action to eliminate terrorism and other forms of 

violence will mainly involve positive action to eliminate 

its causes. Its causes are manifold: psychological, 

economic, political, religious, educational, and the easy 
availability of highly destructive weapons.  Each of these 

causes are addressed briefly: 

 

(a) Psychological: It is important to understand the 

underlying motivations and cognitive perspectives of 

both the leaders and also the followers of organized 

terrorist groups.  At a deep level, it has been well 

stated that "violence is the expression of impotence 

grown unbearable."  At a more direct level, the 

leaders of terrorist groups such as those connected 

with the drug traffic are mainly seeking to protect and 

promote their illegal business.  In contrast, the leaders 

of such groups as bin Laden's are seeking to promote 

a political-religious ideology under conditions in 

which they feel impotent to achieve their objectives 

through peaceful means. (Osama bin Laden appar-

ently seeks to destroy the modern, secular, democ-

ratic, dominating, globalizing capitalism as symbol-

ized by the United States and return to a more 

medieval, pre-capitalistic theocratic world (such as 

found in the Taliban-controlled Afghanistan).   

Continued on p. 5... 
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Solutions to Terrorist Threat (Continued from p. 4) 

The leaders of terrorist groups are often well educated, from 

backgrounds of upper-middle or higher social-economic back-

grounds, but often of marginal, disrespected ethnic, nationalist, or 

religious groups within their society.  They often harbor deep 

resentment against the leaders of their own society and those who 

are allied with them. 

     The active followers of the terrorist leaders are often alien-

ated, educated people from petit bourgeois families who are 

seeking a power and prestige-enhancing self-identity as well as 

the emotional and economic support of being a member of a 
close-knit group.  The political-religious ideology of their leaders 

provides them with an acceptable moral justification for their 

violent behavior. 

 

(b) Economic:  During the past decade, the United States has 

gone through a period of considerable economic prosper-

ity but many people throughout the world, as well as in 

the U.S., have not shared in this prosperity and a consid-

erable number have seen their economic situation worsen.  

Some believe that those who have prospered have done so 

because they have exploited those nations and people 

who have not.  There is considerable envy and resentment 

toward the U.S. as a result.   To overcome these feelings, 

as well as for other good reasons, it is important for the 

U.S. to take an active, leading, and visible role in 

improving the economic well being of those nations and 

people who are suffering economic difficulties. 

 

(c)  Shortsighted policy-making: In the past, we were so anti-

Communist that we supported any group (including bin 

Laden's and the Taliban) that fought against the Soviets 

whether or not, they shared any of our other values.  Our 
bombing of Sudan was seen to be an unjustified terrorist 

attack against a Muslim state which, in turn, justifies an 

attack against us.  Apparently, our limited foresight can 

produce policies which are destructive to our own 

interests. 

 

(d) Political: Political violence, to paraphrase, grows out of 

unbearable political impotence. In other words, political 

violence is less apt to be stimulated in a democracy where 

one has the freedom to express one's political views and 

to openly try to persuade others to elect  to political 

power and leadership those who represent your views and 

interests than in the dictatorial nations of the Middle East. 

Dictators are, often, able to prevent internal violence by 

severe, repressive controls and by deflecting the pent-up 

rage on to other targets. The United States, partly because 

of its support of Israel as well as its leading role in the 

modern globalizing world, has become a handy target for 

this displaced rage.  It is evident that the U.S. has much to 

gain by supporting the development of democratic 

institutions and leadership to replace the backward 

autocratic governments in this region. 

 

(e) Religious:  The central tenets of all the major religions 

Christian, Muslim, Hindu, Buddhist and Jewish – 

respect the sanctity of human life.  They all oppose 

violence against innocent human beings.  However, 

there are deviant radical "fundamentalist" groups in 

some of the religions who distort the basic teachings of 

their religion to condone and, even, encourage politi-

cally inspired violence against innocent victims.  

Although this has been particularly true, recently, in the 

Middle East, where deviant "fundamentalists" have 
legitimized and even glorified people who have 

engaged in terrorist violence, it has also occurred in the 

United States, Israel, Ireland and other countries.  The 

United States should encourage the religious leaders of 

all religions to take very active leadership in de-

legitimizing violence against innocent victims. 

 

(f) Educational:  Education in many parts of the world, as 

well as in the United States, does not provide students 

with the knowledge, attitudes, and skills to become 

active participants in - and advocates of - a peaceful 

world.  Too often, it is narrowly ethnocentric, glorifies 

violence by one's own group and dehumanizes 

members of out groups. It predisposes students to use 

zero-sum power strategies and tactics in conflict wit out 

groups, rather than cooperative, problem-solving 

methods. Clearly, if we are to have a world free of 

terrorism, much effort will have to be directed at 

educating our students to have the knowledge, attitudes 

and skills for constructive conflict resolution. 

 

(g) Availability of Weapons:  The U.S. government pursuit 
of an anti-missile defense program is likely to lead to a 

unilateral ending of an important arms control treaty 

and hamper the development of international agree-

ments to limit and control the production and wide-

spread availability of weapons of mass destruction.  

Our emphasis should be on developing effective 

international control of such weapons rather than on 

taking actions to militarize space unilaterally. 

 

     To sum up, we are in a win-lose conflict with terrorism; we 

must not allow it to escalate to a conflict with Islam or 

Muslims.  We must also prevent it from battering our democ-

ratic freedoms as we take steps to decrease our vulnerability to 

terrorism and to de-legitimize as well as undermine terrorist 

groups.  And, of course, we must continue our active efforts to 

create a world that is characterized by a cooperative peace, 

social justice, and a sustainable environment. 

 

—Morton Deutsch, E. L. Thorndike Professor Emeritus of 

Psychology and Education, and Director Emeritus, Interna-

tional Center for Cooperation & Conflict Resolution (ICCCR), 

Teachers College, Columbia University 
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“National Symposium on Indigent  

Defense 2000: Redefining Leadership 

for Equal Justice: Final Report”  

http://puborder.ncjrs.org/  

 

“The Office of Juvenile Justice and  

Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) An-

nual Report 2000” (NCJ 188419) 

http://ojjdp.ncjrs.org/pubs/

general.html#OJAR 
 

“Bureau of Justice Statistics Criminal 

Justice System Flowchart” 

(NCJ 167894; 168630; 168629) 

http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/justsys.htm 

Conflict Resolution Center International 

www.conflictres.org 

 

International Center for Cooperation and  

Conflict Resolution (ICCR) 
www.tc.columbia.edu/icccr/

introelementsofconflict.htm 

 

International Policy Institute for Counter-

Terrorism 

www.ict.org.il  

 

International Society for Justice Research 

www.justice-research.org/index.html 

 

Terrorism Law and Policy 

jurist.law.pitt.edu/terrorism.htm 

     CENTER NEWS 

Justice-Related Resources on the Web 

“Full Report of the Prevalence, Incidence, 

and Consequences of Violence Against 

Women: Findings From the National Vio-

lence Against Women Survey” (NCJ 183781) 

http://www.ncjrs.org/pdffiles1/nij/183781.pdf 

and http://www.ncjrs.org/txtfiles/nij/183781.txt. 

 

“Federal District Data from Federal Justice  

Statistics Resource Center” 

Available from Bureau of Justice Statistics 
http://fjsrc.urban.org/noframe/dist/

dist_intro.htm  

 

“National Community Policing Survey Data” 

http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/nij/new.htm 
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Announcements 
Nevada Supreme Court Studies State’s Jury System 

     A 15-member Nevada Supreme Court Jury Improvement Commission has been established to examine the fairness and qual-

ity of Nevada‟s jury system.  The Committee will conduct a nine-month study in which interviews and surveys will be used to 

examine all aspects of jury service, including jury selection, pay, exemptions from service, and treatment of citizens who serve. 

Submit written comments, suggestions and questions to State Court Administrator Karen Kavanau at kkava-

nau@vcourts.state.ne.us, or (775) 684-1717. (The Writ, Nov. 2001, Vol. 27, No. 11). 

“OJJDP: Direction and Focus for 2002 and Beyond”— Live Satellite Video Conference 

     The Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP), in association with the Juvenile Justice 

Telecommunications Assistance Project (JJTAP) at Eastern Kentucky University will air the 2-hour conference nationwide 

Thursday, Dec. 6, 2001, from 1:30 to 3:30 p.m. EST. To register for the videoconference, please visit www.juvenilenet.org. You 

may also obtain instructions from this same site for viewing on-line via computer. The program will focus on a new Faith-Based 



Funding Organization         Deadline(s)  
 
American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS)  
One-Year Public Policy Fellowships in Washington D.C. (beginning September 2002)   1/10/02  

www.fellowships.aaas.org 
 
National Science Foundation  
Doctoral Dissertation Research Improvement Grants (e.g., Law and Social Science Division)   1/15/02  
http://www.nsf.gov/sbe/docdiss  
 
National Institute of Justice  
Criminal Justice Research and Development-Graduate Research Fellowships    1/15/02  
National Institute of Justice Visiting Fellowships       no deadline, open for 2001 

Data Resources Program:  Funding for the Analysis of Existing Data     1/25/02  
W.E.B. DuBois Fellowship Program:  NIJ Residential Research Opportunity    2/1/02  
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/fij/funding.htm  
 
International Center for Advanced Studies at NYU      
2002-2003 Fellowships in the Project on the Cold War as Global Conflict    1/15/02     
Theme: ñEveryday Life, Knowledge, and Cultureò 
http://www.nyu.edu/gsas/dept/icas  
 
The Society for the Psychological Study of Social Issues (SPSSI)     
Grants-in-Aid Program         4/1/02  
http://www.statejustice.org  
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Conferences/Paper Calls 
 
Association/Website/Submission Deadline   Conference Location   Conference Date  
   
American Psychological Association (APA)    Chicago, Illinois   August 22-25, 2002 

110th Annual Convention  
http://www.apa.org  
Call for Programs submission deadline:  12/3/01 
 
American Association for Public Opinion Research  St. Pete Beach, Florida  May 16-19, 2002 
(AAPOR) 57th Annual Conference  
http://www.aapor.org/conference/submission.html  
Submission deadline:  12/13/01 
 
Joint Meeting of the Law and Society Association (LSA) Vancouver, British Columbia  May 30-June 1, 2002 

and the Canadian Law and Society Association (CLSA)  
http://www.lawandsociaty.org/ann_mtg/  
Submission deadline:  12/17/01 
 
American Psychological Society (APS) 14th   New Orleans, Louisiana  June 6-9, 2002 
Annual Convention  
http: //www.psychologicalscience.org/convention  
Submission deadline:  1/11/02 
 
International Society of Political Psychology (ISPP)  Berlin, Germany   July 16-19, 2002 
25th Annual Scientific Meeting  
http://ispp.org/ISPP/2002conf/2002call.html  
Submission deadline:  1/31/02 
 
International Association for Conflict Management  Park City, Utah   June 9-12, 2002 
(IACM) 15th Annual Conference     
http://www.business.utah.edu/iacm2002  
Submission deadline:  2/1/02 
 
International Society for Justice Research (ISJR)  Skovde, Sweden   June 17-20, 2002 
IXth International Social Justice Conference  
http://www.his.se/ibv/isjr  
Submission deadline:  2/4/02 



Mail Stop 313 

University of Nevada, Reno 
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Recent Center Events                                                             
If you were unable to attend these events and would like information, please call (775) 784-6272. 

Dr. Joel Lieberman, Dept. of Criminal Justice, University of Nevada, Las Vegas 
“Understanding Evil: Terror Management Theory and Perceptions of Hate Crimes” September 24, 2001  

     Previous research has found that reminding participants of their mortality creates a need for individuals to maintain and defend 

subjective cultural worldviews.  Recent work by Professor Lieberman  has extended this line of research to investigate perceptions 

of hate crimes. Hate crimes present a unique class of crime where both the perpetrator and victim may be viewed as worldview vio-

lators.  Dr. Lieberman discussed the implications of these findings in relation to terror management theory.  

 

Hon. David Lass, District Court Judge, Colorado 
“Jury Reform: Questioning By Jurors In Criminal Cases -A Pilot Study in Colorado”  October 4, 2001                            

     Judge Lass presented a brief review of jury reform efforts and presented information about the Colorado Jury Reform project that 

examined the consequences of permitting jurors to ask questions to witnesses in criminal cases.  Judge Lass is an original member 

of the Colorado Supreme Court Committee on the “Effective and Efficient Use of Juries.”  

 

Dr. Phillip Tahmindjis, Queensland University of Technology, Brisbane, Australia 
“Developments in Anti-Discrimination and Equality Laws in Australia: A Personal View”     November 7, 2001 

     Australia has extensive laws dealing with discrimination, although it remains one of the few countries in the common law world 

without a Bill of Rights.  Professor Tahmindjis discussed the delivery of equality in such a context, and his presentation focused on 

the issues of gender, sexuality and race from the point of view of a teacher, consultant, and member of the Queensland Anti-

Discrimination Tribunal. He also presented an illustration on the advantages and disadvantages of the system as it attempts to cope 

with new problems, such as discrimination on the basis of genetic information. 

 

Trip Barthel, Neighborhood Mediation Center & Judge Harold Albright,  

Reno Justice Court  
“Court Annexed Mediation” Wednesday, Nov. 28, 2001 

Trip Barthel, & Judge Harold Albright discussed local and national models of mediation and the future of resolution processes. 


