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T he Grant Sawyer Center has become involved with two earmarks from federal 

appropriation bills that passed earlier this year, which is a new and welcome 

development for the Center. Both earmarks where due to the efforts of Senator Harry 

Reid and his staff, facilitated greatly by the work of Bob Dickens, UNR Government 

Relations Director, as well as efforts by the UNR federal lobbyist and former Governor, 

Richard Bryan, currently of the law firm of Lionel Sawyer, Collins. Thanks to all for this 

breakthrough! 

  One part of the earmark funding is related to a significant training effort that is 

being coordinated by Denise Baclawski, Director of the UNR Fire Science Academy, 

located in Carlin, NV. The Center will be working with FSA staff to develop a research 

oriented training module that will be a part of the training for several hundred firefighters 

from around the country. The overall program will train firefighters to better deal with 

terrorist related fires and other activities. Also, the Center will be coordinating some 

needs assessment in the area of Homeland Security currently being planned by the FSA. 

  The other earmark was allocated to the Judicial Studies Program, which func-

tions as part of the Center, a Masters and Ph.D. program for trial judges. The grant will 

assist judges who are enrolled in the program with program costs, and fund curriculum 

development to field new courses needed in the Judicial Studies Program. 

  We are grateful for the support from Senator Reid's office, as well as the assis-

tance and support of the others mentioned above. 

Congratulations to Center R.A.s & Social Psychology Students! 
The Graduate Student Association recently awarded several prestigious awards to Grant Sawyer Center Research Assistants and to 

students in the Interdisciplinary Ph.D. Program in Social Psychology: 

 Irem Uz was named Outstanding International Graduate Student 

 Patrick Bennet was named Outstanding Graduate Student 

 Alayna Jehle‘s paper ―Prison Culture: A Social Psychological Perspective‖ was awarded Outstanding Graduate Student Paper.  

 Congratulations to all these graduate students!  Also, an incoming social psychology doctoral student, David Flores, has been awarded a 

UNR first year fellowship.  The university only awards a total of 3 first year fellowships campus-wide, so this is a great honor.  

 Regarding David‘s award, Dean of the Graduate School, Marsha Read wrote: "The committee judged Mr. Flores to be an 

outstanding applicant and highly promising student.  Given the high quality and large number of nominations this year, this successful 

outcome should be particularly gratifying to both the Social Psychology program and Mr. Flores." 
 Congratulations also to Center R.A., Mara Merlino, whose NSF dissertation grant has been recommended for funding. 

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

of useful, justice–related resources on our website 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 the fu-

“Equal and exact justice to all men, …. and honest  

friendship with all nations, …freedom of religion;  

freedom of the press; freedom of person under the  

protection of the habeas corpus; and trial by juries  

impartially selected, these principles form the bright  

constellation which has gone before us, and guided our  

steps through an age of revolution and reformation.” 

Thomas Jefferson, First Inaugural Address. March 4, 1801 
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Following an introduction by Dr. James Richardson, 

William Douglass took the microphone to give us a histori-

cal background to terrorism: ―In 1799 James Madison an-

nounced the Alien and Seditions Act of 1798, which or-

dered the detention or deportation, without due process, of 

any alien that he, the President, deemed to be suspicious.‖  

Dr. Douglass progressed through history to the days before 

the Oklahoma City bombings when President Clinton‘s anti

-terrorism bill was languishing in Congress.  This, Dr. 

Douglass tells us, is because of the criticism it received in 
virtually denying the habeas corpus protection to those ac-

cused of terrorism.  After the bombings, however, the Bill 

passed with only mild alterations and objections.   

As if to underscore the idea that terrorism is somewhat of a 

social construction, Dr. Douglass asked the question that he 

asked at the beginning of his book: ‗Terror and Taboo: The 

Follies, Fables, and Faces of Terrorism‘, (Routledge, 1993): 

―How is it possible in the mid-80s ….. that the American 

public was identifying terrorism as public enemy number 
one, when between 1983 to 1987 a total of 17 US citizens 

died in alleged terrorist attacks?‖  Dr. Douglass concludes 

that ―…it is terrorist discourse itself, that which we say and 

think about political violence, that has the ultimate power to 

terrify.‖  Dr. Douglass goes on to suggest that the real threat 

of terrorism is exaggerated by journalists in search of sto-

ries, novelists and film makers in need of plots, academics, 

various agencies defending turf and budget, and govern-

ments demonizing their opponents rather than defending 

policy.  The true cost of these only partial counter-terrorist 

activities is incalculable. 

 Dr. Douglass‘ main concern is not, however, the 

dollar cost of counter-terrorist activities, it is the ability of 

counter-terrorism to subvert our civil institutions.  The USA 
PATRIOT Act, Dr, Douglass argues, has been read by few 

citizens, but is arguably as influential as the Bill of Rights in 

defining civil status, particularly those of the immigrants in 

our midst.  Quoting from ‗Terrorism and the Constitution: 

Sacrificing Civil Liberties in the Name of National Secu-

rity‘, (David Cole, James X. Dempsey, First Amendment 

Foundation, 1999), Dr. Douglass had the following com-

ments to make about the Patriot Act. That it: 

1. imposes guilt by association on immigrants beyond 

the 1966 Act; 

2. authorizes the detention on mere suspicion that an 

immigrant has at some point engaged in violent 

crime or provided humanitarian aid to a proscribed 

organization; 

3. authorizes the government to deny entry to aliens 

for pure speech; 

4. expands the governments authority to conduct 

criminal searches and wire taps without first show-

ing probable cause that the subject is engaged in 

criminal activity; 

5. authorizes secret searches in cases having nothing 

to do with terrorism; 
6. gives the CIA access to the awesome power of 

criminal grand juries; 

7. reduces judicial oversight of intrusive information 

gathering powers and expands the scope of FBI  

The USA PATRIOT Act: Is it Patriotic? 
The summary of a panel discussion held on April 7th 

‗How is it possible that...the 
American public was identifying 
terrorism as public enemy no. 1 

when between 1983—1987,  

17 US citizens died in alleged 
terrorist attacks?‘ 

On Wednesday, April 7, the Grant Sawyer Center, The National Judicial College and the  
Departments of Political Science, Sociology, and Basque Studies, held a panel discussion entitled:  

The USA Patriot Act: Is It Patriotic?  Panel members were:   

William A. Douglass, Professor Emeritus, Basque Studies, and co-author (with Joseba Zulaika) of 

Terror and Taboo: The Follies, Fables, and Faces of Terrorism (Routledge, 1993).   
Sharon Lever, Esq., Assistant U.S. Attorney, and Coordinator, Anti-Terrorism Advisory Council.   

Assemblyman Bernie Anderson, Chair, Assembly Judiciary  Committee. 

Richard Siegel, Professor of Political Science, and President, Nevada ACLU . 

 
The discussion was introduced and moderated by Dr. James T. Richardson, Director or the Grant 

Sawyer Center and the Judicial Studies Program, and Professor of Sociology. 
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access to records to enable ‗fishing expeditions‘; 

 

Douglass concludes that the resulting power is simply too great 

for an established political authority to manage responsibly and 

illustrates this forcefully with examples from Argentina, India, 

and Germany‘s ‗Plutoniumgate‘ incident. 

 

Next to the microphone was Sharon Lever, Esq., who ac-

knowledged that the USA PATRIOT Act is probably one of the 

most controversial and misunderstood acts to have been 
brought forth in a long time.  There are 156 provisions in the 

act covering the funding of first responders, provisions for vic-

tims of 9/11 and their families, the treatment of Arab-

Americans, to information sharing and new changes to the 

criminal law. 

 The primary goals of the PATRIOT Act were to break 

down the wall between the intelligence community and the law 

enforcement community, to update the law in light of new tech-

nologies, and to allow terrorism acts to be considered in areas 

such as money laundering.  The most interesting aspect of dis-

course on the PATRIOT Act, Lever suggests,  is that out of 157 

provisions in the Act there are probably 10 that people talk 

about most of the time.  The claims against these provisions 

have been broad, but it should be borne in mind that the provi-

sions of the Act only apply to Federal law enforcement.   

 Regarding problems in information sharing that the 

Act was designed to solve, Lever cited several examples in-

cluding that of Pat Fitzgerald, who was the prosecutor in the 

New York investigations into Usama Bin Laden following the 

embassy bombings of Kenya and Tanzania.  In the course of 

his investigations, Fitzgerald stated that he was able to talk to 

foreign law enforcement, local law enforcement, foreign digni-

taries and foreign intelligence officers. The people he was un-

able to talk to were those working just down the hall from him 

who were doing the intelligence work, and who had the most 

information on Bin Laden.  The enactment of the PATRIOT 

Act broke down that information sharing wall.   

 Lever then presented a brief history of the Foreign 

Intelligence Surveillance Act, (FISA) since she felt that this 

was frequently misunderstood.  Dating back to 1978, the Act 

authorizes the FBI to monitor agents of foreign powers.  The 

Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court was simultaneously 

formed and comprises eleven District Court Judges who meet 
in secret and oversee the issuing of warrants, and such activi-

ties as the information sharing provisions of the controversial 

Section 215 of the Act, (known as the library provision).  Lever 

then discussed several provisions and limitations of FISA, in-

cluding the ‗roving wire-tap‘.  

Lever suggested that the second most controversial 

section of the PATRIOT Act is Section 213, the so-called 

‗delayed notice search warrant provision‘. Ironically, Lever 

told us, this provision was effectively in place before this Act, 

but it allows for delay of the notice of a search warrant 

(typically for seven days, but, recently, up to 90 days) if a court 

finds reasonable cause to believe that immediate notice will 
have an adverse result, such as a death or the compromise of an 

investigation. The FISA search warrant is typically limited to 

‗sneak a peek‘ activities. 

 Two other sections of the Act were also discussed, 

Section 314 and Section 412.  Section 314 commanded the 

Treasury to issue regulations requiring financial information 

sharing to help prevent money laundering.  Section 412 has 

been controversial although it has not yet been used and re-

quires the detention of aliens who are certified as threats to 

national security pending their removal from the U.S. If depor-

tation proceedings or criminal charges are not brought within 

seven days, this section does incorporate habeas corpus, and 

requires that the individual be released.  By way of clarifica-

tion, Lever told us that the PATRIOT Act does not control the 

detention of enemy combatants; that was covered by a Presi-

dential Directive. She also pointed out that there is judicial 

oversight on almost every provision of the Patriot Act, and 

Congressional oversight on all the FISA provisions and some 

of the more controversial electronic surveillance provisions. 

 

Bernie Anderson was next to speak, and focused his speech 

on the implementation of provisions of the PATRIOT Act 
within Nevada Law.  Prior to that discussion, however, Ander-

son told us that his father was shipped to Nevada from Ireland, 

at age 18, by the English Government who were showing con-

cern at the activities of members of his family.  Acts of terror-

ism, therefore, run long and deep in his historic roots!  

 Anderson reminded us: ―.. that on September 11th 

2001, this country reacted very strongly to an outrageous act 

that touched the soul of all of us.‖  The legislature, Anderson 

told us, was no different when it met 17 months later to discuss 

ways in which the residents of and visitors to Nevada were to 

be protected while making sure that the constitutional rights of 

suspected individuals are also protected.   

In response to Sept. 11, then, Congress passed House 

Resolution 3162.  Anderson was one of fifteen members on the 

committee, who agreed that the walls between law enforcement 

and intelligence agencies should be dissolved.  Many other 

aspects of the Resolution were also felt to be beneficial, includ-

ing issues regarding wire-tapping and the harboring of a terror-

ist, increasing border patrol and expanded measures against 

money laundering provisions. The latter point has been a big 

issue in Nevada for a long time. 

Anderson went on to tell us that the State of Nevada 

has suffered significant social and economic impact since the 
events of 9/11, since it seems that our tourist-based economy Is 

(Continued on page #) 
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PATRIOT Act were to break 
down the wall between the  

Intelligence community and the 

law enforcement community‘ 



Issue #21 CENTER NEWS 

Page 4 

(Continued from page #) 

especially susceptible to terrorist threat since 60% of 

visitors to Las Vegas arrive by air. However, despite the consider-

able fiscal challenges facing the current legislative session, many 

local jurisdictions have implemented many homeland securities 

provisions.  The State legislature also recognized that it was nec-

essary to help provide the necessary tools to assist local agencies, 

while attempting to ensure that citizens‘ civil rights are protected.  

The result was AB 250, which generally provides for criminal 

prosecution for acts of terrorism, such as the use of ―weapons of 

mass destruction‖. It also classifies murder as a function of terror-

ist acts as murder of the first degree, and it removed the Statute of 

Limitation for prosecution of certain terrorist acts.  The Bill also 

classifies ‗assisting in a terrorist act‘ as a class A felony, which is 
the highest classification of felony.  Making terrorist threats also 

became a felony under the Bill, as did giving false information or 

carrying out a hoax. The Bill also required Nevada‘s resort hotels‘ 

comprehensive emergency response plans to be filed with police 

and fire agencies. 

 A second bill, AB441, was also introduced to protect 

Nevada‘s infrastructure, and created the Nevada Commission of 

Homeland Security.  The Bill also provided for confidentiality of 

certain documents and records, such as plans and drawings re-

lated to security systems of important public buildings and facili-

ties. The Bill also required each political subdivision to prepare a 

plan to maintain the continuity of state government in the event of 

an emergency.  

 Anderson‘s final comments focused on how AB250 and 

AB441 attempted to raise security without compromising indi-

viduals‘ constitutional rights.  Specifically, the Bills never con-

tained any electronic surveillance provisions, or any wire-tap or 

‗snooping‘ provisions, although Nevada Law Enforcement had 

requested similar legislation be included.  The final versions of 
the Bills contained a statement of the legislative intent that each 

of these Bills should be interpreted to protect and preserve consti-

tutional rights. 

 

Professor Richard Siegel took the podium to voice the ACLU 

opinion of the PATRIOT Act and to respond to the other panel 

members.   

The ACLU has the job, Siegel reminded us, of challeng-

ing acts of law which by their enactment, or their implementation,  

 

violate the Bill of Rights of the United States.  It is not just the 

PATRIOT Act that Siegel considers to be a problem, it is also the 

five or six Federal and State laws that been mentioned by previ-

ous panel members.  These include two Nevada laws, the Intelli-

gence Act of 1978, the Anti-terrorism Act in the 1990s, a Home-

land Security Act after the PATRIOT Act, and the President‘s 

Executive Orders, along with Ashcroft‘s own directives.   

 Siegel observed that The USA PATRIOT Act is a big act 

and he asked: ‗Why was the PATRIOT Act right there ready and 

waiting immediately after 9/11?‘  He answered his own question 

by telling us that the prosecutors had been trying to get it through 

for years, various parts having been shot down by Congress, and 

various parts having been shot down by the courts.  9/11 provided 

the opportunity.  Siegel went on to talk about ‗total information 

awareness‘ - the Justice Department‘s desire for complete surveil-

lance.  This includes two major projects: CAPS II (see the Spring 

Center Newsletter for a detailed discussion), and Total Informa-

tion Awareness.  Siegel contends that there is nothing about us, 

from the kind of dog food that we buy to the type of music we 

listen to, that is not accessible under these projects.   

 A further concern of Siegel‘s is the degree of secrecy 

that these acts allow.  The FISA court, for instance, as mentioned 

by Sharon Lever, meets in secret, and we have no idea what they 
discuss, except for just one occasion since their inception when 

they said ―no‖ to the Department of Justice, and we learned about 

it.  Furthermore, the Department of Justice has said repeatedly 

that the Federal District Courts, the Federal Circuit Courts, and 

the Federal Supreme Court should not have jurisdiction over ac-

tions such as Guantanamo Bay and the 1,100-plus people that 

were subjected to systematic abuse during their detention after 

9/11.  As a result, American citizens are being held without writ 

of Habeas corpus, without the representation of an attorney, and 

without charges.   

 ‗Obfuscation‘, Siegel suggests, was what was needed to 

get the PATRIOT Act through Congress.  He told us that Con-

gress had 10 hours to read the act, but, at the last minute, a whole 

new version was suddenly presented that included, among other 

things,  the facility to use aspects of the Patriot Act in criminal 

cases not directly connected with terrorism.  Obfuscation was also 

a factor in the passage of the Homeland Security Act, we were 

told.  

 Regarding the impact of these laws on academia, Siegel 

pointed out that there are 20% fewer foreign students attending 

American universities as a function of these laws and the imple-

mentation of new visa rules.  Also, academic research cannot be 

disseminated as freely since the passage of these acts. 

‗Obfuscation was what was 
needed to get the PATRIOT Act 

through Congress.‘ 

‗The final versions of the Bills 
contained a statement of the  
legislative intent that each of  

these Bills should be interpreted  

to protect and preserve  
constitutional rights‘ 
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Dissertations supported by the Center:  
 
Veronica Dahir (expected 2004). The Effects of Mode of Presentation and Argument Quality on 

Comprehension, Memory, and Decision-making. (Advisor: James Richardson) 
Bryan Edelman (May, 2003).  Misguided Discretion: The Hydraulic Processes Model and Juror 

Sentencing in Capital Trials. (Advisor: Ronald Dillehay) 

Steve Son (May 2004). Adequacy of Voir Dire Questioning for Selecting an Impartial Jury. 
(Advisor: Ronald Dillehay) 

Mara Merlino (expected 2004). The Social Construction of the Admissibility of Expert Testimony After Daubert v. 
Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc.  (Advisor: Colleen Murray) 

 

Dissertations tied to justice themes that have been supervised by Center faculty:  
Yvonne Bermudez (expected 2004). Perceptions of Justice: Degree Persistence and Students of Color at  the Univer-

sity of Nevada Reno, 1994-2002. (Advisor: James Richardson) 
Sally A. Dittloff (August 2003).  The Moderating Effect of Differing Levels of Ethnic Subroup Identification 
on Judgments of Procedural and Distributive Justice in Assessing Experiences with Law Enforcement Agen-

cies. (Advisor: Ronald Dillehay) 
Dionne M. Maxwell (May 2003). Operating Outside the Rules: An Examination of the Social Psychological 
Factors Affecting Jury Nullification Tendencies in a Decision-making Context. (Advisor: Ronald Dillehay) 

Roselyn K. Polk (August 2003). An Empirical Analysis of Defendant, Victim, and Crime Characteristics as Predictors 
in Prosecutorial Decisions to Charge Death.  (Advisor: Ronald Dillehay)  
Danya Peters (expected 2004).  Public Acquiescence of Police Brutality and Extrajudicial Killings in São Paulo, Bra-

zil.  (Advisor: James Richardson) 

Justice-related Funding/Fellowships 
Call the Grant Sawyer Center if you want to prepare a grant proposal and we will be pleased to assist. 

 

Funding Organization                 Deadlines(s) 

 

American Association for the Advancement of Sciences (AAAS) 

   Various One-Year Fellowships in Washington D.C.        various 

   www.fellowships.aaas.org 

National Science Foundation   

   Doctoral Dissertation Research Improvement Grants             January 15th &           
   www.nsf.gov/sbe/docdiss        August 15th       

National Institute of Justice 

  Criminal Justice Research and Development-Graduate Research Fellowships  1/15/05 

   W.E.B. DuBois Fellowship Program       2/03/05 

  National Institute of Justice Visiting Fellowships      no deadline, open for 2004 

  Data Resources Program:  Funding for the Analysis of Existing Data   10/25/04 

   www.ojp.usdoj.ov/fij/funding.htm                                                    

Public Welfare Foundation       no deadline 

   www.publicwelfare.org/grants/criminal_justice/2003_grants.asp    

Kongsgaard-Goldman Foundation      cycle 1: March 16/April 30, 2004 

   www.kongsgaard-goldman.org/       cycle 2: Sept 16/Oct 31, 2004 

State Justice Institute        various 

   www.statejustice.org/ 

Law School Admission Council       September 1 & February 1 

   www.lsac.org/LSAC.asp?url=lsac/lsac-legal-education-grant-program.asp 

Dissertation Updates 
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Recent Center Events 

If you were unable to attend these events and would like information, please visit the Center website at: 

http://www.unr.edu/justicestudies  
 

Environmental Justice in Indian Country. 
On April 22, Professor Charles Wilkerson of the University of Colorado Law School and noted expert on Native Ameri-
can land claims and related issues presented a keynote address entitled ‗Environmental Justice in Indian country‘.  This 

was followed by responses and additional comments from Brian Wallace, Chairman, Washoe Tribe of Nevada and Cali-
fornia, Robert V. Abbey, State Director, Nevada, Bureau of Land Management, and Gregory Phillips, Project Director 
for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and member of the Omaha Tribe of Nebraska and Iowa.   

 

The USA PATRIOT ACT:  Is it patriotic?   
On April 7, 4 - 6 pm a panel of speakers including William A. Douglass, Professor Emeritus, Basque Studies; Sharon 
Lever, Esq., Asst. U. S. Attorney, Anti-terrorism Advisory Council; Richard Siegel, Professor of Political Science, and 
State President of the ACLU; and Bernie Anderson, Chair of the Assembly Judiciary Committee, discussed the local, 

national and international implications of the USA Patriot Act and associated legislation.  See this Newsletter for sum-
mary. 

 

November 12th, 2003—Dr. Sarah Pike presented: "Burning Man's Postmodern Rites of Passage." Dr. Pike studies 
religion in America, and obtained her PhD from Indiana University.  Her research has focused on New Religious 
Movements, about which she has written numerous articles and book reviews.  Using slides of her trips as illustration, 

she argued that Burning Man is a religious site for many participants (last year's theme was "Beyond Belief").   
    
October 16th, 2003—Dr. Jennifer Skeem presented: “How Accurately Can We Identify „Superpredators‟  During Ado-

lescence? The Lure of Psychopathy”. After finishing her doctoral training in clinical psychology and law at the Univer-
sity of Utah in 1999, Dr.  Skeem completed a Postdoctoral Fellowship in law and psychiatry research at the University of 
Pittsburgh Medical Center. Her current research focuses on understanding the construct of psychopathic personality dis-

order, assessing and managing violence risk, and identifying key influences on the outcomes of probationers who are 
required to accept psychiatric treatment.  See page 2 in the Spring 2004 Newsletter for greater coverage of this presenta-

The Center has strengthened its ties with the two internationally 

known judicial education organizations that reside on the UNR 

campus. 

 The Center worked last fall with the National Council of 

Juvenile and Family Court Judges on a project that assessed 

functioning of the Washington, D.C. family court system. That 

project involved only data  entry and analysis. This coming sum-

mer sees the commencement of a new project evaluating various 

types of family courts in Utah. The Center will be involved in all 

aspects of this project from beginning to end. 
 The Center and the Judicial Studies Program did one 

project last fall with the National Judicial College that focused on 

evaluating judicial performance. The ABA retained the NJC to 

evaluate guidelines promulgated in 1985 to guide evaluation ef-

forts for judges. The National Judicial College asked the Judicial 

Studies Program  to assist, and a report was produced for the 

ABA assessing the impact of the guidelines and making recom-

mendations about how to improve them. Center Director, Jim 

Richardson, accompanied by R.A., Alayna Jehle, attended an 

ABA meeting in San Antonio where the report was well re-

ceived. 

 The Center is also beginning another project with the 

National Judicial College which will focus on the use of volun-

teers in misdemeanor courts around the country. This project will 

try to assess the impact of the successful efforts to develop vol-

unteer programs that was spearheaded years ago by the National 

Judicial College, working with Judge Keith Leenhouts. The goal 
of the project is to produce a "best practices" model for use in 

courts where volunteer programs are needed. 

 Jim Richardson, Director of the Center, said, "We are 

delighted to be developing more research projects with the 

NCJFCJ and the National Judicial College. Working together we 

can help put UNR on the map in the area of judicial reform and 

improving the functioning of the judiciary."  
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Upcoming CLE courses for attorneys: For more information, see the Nevada Bar Association website at: 

http://www.nvbar.org 

MAY, 2004 
Bankruptcy Basics  Reno, May 5, Nat. Judicial College, Las Vegas May 6 - Federal Courthouse 

Bankruptcy Advanced Issues  Reno, May 5, Nat. Judicial College, Las Vegas May 6 - Federal Courthouse 
PowerPoint for Demonstrative Evidence  Reno May 7 - National Judicial College 
 Las Vegas May 14 - CCSN Charleston Campus Rm. C134 

Client Communications and Fee Agreements  Reno, May 11, Nat. Judicial College 
Predatory Mortgage Lending  Las Vegas, May 19 - Palace Station 
Federal Tax Liens  Reno, May 21, Nat. Judicial College Rm. 105 

     Las Vegas, May 20  Federal Courthouse Jury Room 

JUNE, 2004 
Annual Meeting of the Nevada Bar, Coronado Island, California, June 16-19 

JUSTICEäaround Nevada 

Association/Website/Submission Deadline              Conference Location   Conference Date 

American Association for Public Opinion Research            Phoenix, AZ   May 13-16, 2004 

    www.aapor.org/conference 

Law and Society Association                                                  Chicago, IL    May 27-30, 2004 

    www.lawandsociety.org  

American Psychological Society                                             Chicago, IL    May 27-30, 2004 

   www.psychologicalscience.org/convention 

American Psychology-Law Society: 

      National Conference on Children and the Law Washington, D.C.   June 3-5, 2004 

    www.unl.edu/ap-ls/events.htm 
National District Attorneys Association 

 NDAA Metro Meeting                Washington, D.C.   May 16-18, 2004 

        Summer Conference Vancouver, Canada  July 18-21, 2004 

    www.ndaa-apri.org/events/index.html 

American Socity of Trial Consultants (ASTC)              Memphis, TN                June 10-13, 2004 

   www.astcweb.org               For regional meetings visit: http://www.astcweb.org/events/regionalmeetings.lasso 

International Assoc. of  Forensic Mental Health Services   Stockholm, Sweden  June 6-9, 2004 

    www.iafmhs.org/ 

Society for the Psychological Study of Social Issues Washington, D.C.   June 25-27, 2004 

    www.spssi.org 

International Society for Justice Research Saskatchewan, Canada  June 30-July 3, 2004 

    www.uregina.ca/isjr 

International Society of Political Psychology              Lund, Sweden    July 15-18, 2004 

    ispp.org    

American Sociological Association               San Fransisco, CA                Aug. 14-17, 2004 

   www.asanet.org/convention/2004/index.html 

American Political Science Association              Chicago, IL                Sept. 2-5, 2004 

   http://www.apsanet.org/mtgs/ 

American Bar Association MCP Meeting Chicago, IL   Sept. 29–30, 2004 

    www.abanet.org/minorities/mcp/home.html 

American Academy of Forensic Psychology               New Orleans, LA   Feb. 21-26, 2005  

   www.aafs.org   
Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences                                  Chicago, IL                         March 15-19, 2005 

    www.acjs.org 

Pacific Sociological Association                     Portland, OR   April 7-10, 2005 

    www.csus.edu/psa/index.html 



Mail Stop 313 

University of Nevada, Reno 

Reno, NV  89557-0027 

T H E  G R A N T  S A W Y E R   
C E N T E R  F O R  J U S T I C E  S T U D I E S  

Phone: 775-784-6272 

Fax: 775-784-6273 

Email: cjs@scs.unr.edu 

 

 

Website Directory 
The following sites offer information on grant funding and job opportunities or other justice-related resources.  

Amer. Political Science Assn.     www.apsanet.org 

 

Community Court Resources   www.communityjustice.org 

 

Global Legal Info. Network lcweb2.loc.gov/glin 

 

Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research 

   www.icpsr.umich.edu/index-medium.html 

 

International Law Assn.  www.ila-hq.org/ 
 

Legal Info. Institute  www.law.cornell.edu 

 

National Council of Juvenile  www.ncjfcj.org/ 

and Family Court Judges 

 

Bureau of Justice Statistics www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs 

 

National Judicial College  www.judges.org 

 

Judicial Studies Program   www.judicialstudies.unr.edu 

 

National Criminal Justice  www.ncjrs.org/fedgrant.html 

Reference Service 

OJJDP Funding Opportunities ojjdp.ncjrs.org/grants/grants.html 

 

SJI Grant Info.   www.statejustice.org 

 

Substance Abuse Policy   www.saprp.org 

Research Program 

 

United Nations Justice Info. www.uncjin.org/ 

 

Villanova Center for Info www.law.villanova.edu 
 Law and Policy 

 

Law School Admissions Council  www.lsac.org 

 

Government Statistics  www.fedstats.gov 

 

Juvenile Justice News   www.ncjfcj.unr.edu 

 

National Center for State Courts www.ncsconline.org 

 

Federal Judicial Center  www.fjc.gov 

 

Bureau of Justice Assistance www.ojp.usdoj.gov/BJA/ 


