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John C. Kolojeski
I. LAW STUDENTS AND DECI

SION MAKING
The point was well taken at our re
cent ''D ialogue Day” that student 
power for the sake of power alone 
should not be the goal of the stu
dent body. However, I take the firm 
stand that student insight and first 
hand experience are both invaluable 
and basic to the success and future 
im plem entation of all policy deci
sions directly affecting the student 
body. I am not demanding a veto 
power within the sacred faculty com
mittee structure; I simply feel that 
the future well being of the Law Cen
ter demands a student voting status 
equal to that of any faculty member 
in these vital areas of student con
cern.
II. TOP PRIORITIES OF THIS 

STUDENT GOVERNMENT
1. The Existing Grading and Rank

ing System—I support and will 
follow up the mandate of the 
First Year Class to effect an im
mediate revision of the existing 
grading structure. The merits of 
the modified pass-fail system 
have been discussed in detail 
and adopted recently at several 
of the nation’s top law schools. 
It is certainly w ithin the power 
of this Adm inistration to take the 
steps necessary to revamp the 
present grading and ranking sys
tem before the end of this semes
ter. I will do everything in my 
power to expedite this process.

2. G.U.L.C. Scholarship Policy—It 
is the view of this candidate that 
a member of the student body 
should sit on the present com
mittee for scholarships. Further
more, and of greater significance, 
it is felt that tile underlying schol
arship policy at G.U.L.C. is in 
need of a thorough re-evaluation 
in light of such factors as: an 
individual studen t's  contribution 
to the law school rather than 
simply his grade average, the 
elem ent of financial need, and 
finally the need for recruiting 
quality minority students.

3. "Action Courses” for Credit—In 
the area of curriculum , initially, I 
propose making perm anent the 
temporary subcommittee on cur
riculum reform. Secondly, since a 
large segm ent of the student body 
rem ains in D.C. to practice after 
graduation, for their benefit I call 
for the initiation of more special
ized courses in the fields of ad
ministrative law and governm ent 
contracts. I also fully support the 
expansion of the criminal law pro-

(Continued on Page 2)

Presidential Present Platforms

Stephen F. Carley
1. Various channels will be organ

ized through which students, as a 
body, can develop and present their 
positions on key issues facing the 
law school community. This will in
clude the solicitation of student 
opinion, the development and draft
ing of concrete proposals, and the 
proper presentation of such pro
posals, backed by the full force of 
the student body.

2. Periodic discussion with the 
"up tow n” University Administra
tion of various issues affecting the 
law school community will be con
ducted. Proposals will include:
(a) larger appropriations for salaries 
of law school professors and the 
hiring of more professors so there 
will be smaller and more effective 
classes.
(b) a separate and independent Law 
School Alumni Association, so it 
will be possible for an alum nus to 
make donations specifically to the 
law school, if he wishes. At present 
this is not possible; donations can 
only be made to the University who 
then unilaterally appropriates to the 
law school such am ounts as it 
wishes.
(c) im provem ent of the s tu d e n t 
health program.

3. Dialogue Day will be held at 
least once each sem ester. The first 
Dialogue Day will be held at the 
end of September at a time con
venient to both day and night stu 
dents.

4. There will be established a con
tinuing student committee on 
curiculum and a student complaint 
committee, with a strong emphasis 
on follow-up.

5. The Free University. Student 
and faculty proposals of topics will 
be solicited, digested, and published 
in May of this year; and the schedule 
will be prepared and published prior 
to September registration so that 
students may plan their schedules 
accordingly.

6. F acu lty  and A d m in is tra tiv e  
Committees. At present, students 
are members of four committees. 
This representation should be ex
panded to other committees in both 
m em bersh ip  and sp e c ta to r ca
pacities.

INSIDE
CANDIDATE CRITIQUE 

TUITION VOTE 
GRADE REFORM

THE CANDIDATES
On April 14, the student body will 

determ ine the heirs to the contro
versial, but generally successful, 
S.B.A. A dm inistration of President 
Don Stern. At presstim e there were 
four announced candidates for ac
tivist S tem ’s position.

The quartet, all second year day 
students, listed in the order in which 
they filed are: John  C. Kolojeski, 
William Jarblum , Steve Sonnett and 
Stephen F. Carley.

Kolojeski, a native of Grosse 
Pointe Farms, Mich., received his 
diplome from the Sorbonne (Paris) 
in 1965 and followed it with a B.A., 
cum laude, from Spring Hill College 
the next year. Kolojeski rem ained at 
Spring Hill from 1966-67 as an in
structor in French. Presently clerk
ing for the law firm of Morgan, 
Lewis and Bockius, Kolojeski was a 
1965 Rhodes Scholar finalist; leader 
and speaker at the Jo h n F . Kennedy 
Memorial March in Paris (1965); 
Student Co-ordinator for Robert F. 
K ennedy’s D.C. primary race (1968) 
and presently a m ember of the G.U. 
International Law Society.

Jarblum , a graduate of the C.W. 
Post College of Long Island U., is 
currently serving as President of the 
GULC Young Democrats. During the 
past Presidential election, Jarblum , 
a resident of New York, filled the 
position of Assistant Regional Di
rector for the W estern States, 
Citizens for IIumphrey-Muskie, after 
working on special projects for the 
New York Citizens for Humphrey 
prior to and through the Democratic 
National Convention. He is research 
assistant for Prof. Peter P. Weiden 
bruch.

Sonnett, current Treasurer of the 
S.B.A., graduated from the Univer
sity of Virginia in 1965 followed by 
two years of Naval duty. In addition 
to serving as S.B.A. delegate in his 
first year at GULC, Sonnett is cur
rently student representative to 
Georgetown Alumni A ssocia tion  
task force set up to study the 
feasibility of a separate law school 
section to that organization. In con 
junction with his latter position, 
Sonnett represented the student 
body at the Alumni Board of Gov
ernors meeting in Philadelphia last 
sem ester.

The fourth candidate to file for 
the Presidency is Stephen F.Carley. 
Carley, presently a member of the 
Legal Aid Society’s N eighborhood  
Legal Service Program, was director 
of and Commission Member of the 
1968 A rthur S. Flemming Awards 
which honored the ten outstanding 
young men in the federal govern
ment. Carley is also a member of 
the Board of Directors of the D.C. 
Junior Chamber of Commerce. In 
1967 he founded and organized a 
Juvenile Assistance Program at the 
Receiving Home for Children which 
he continues to direct. In 1965, he 
established a similar, still flourish
ing program in Atlanta, Georgia.

Stephen F. Sonnett
In seeking the office of S.B.A. 

President, I offer the following 
q u a lifica tio n s , reco m m en d ation s 
and ideas.

Before entering the Law school, 
and after graduation from the Uni 
versity of Virginia in 1965, 1 served 
two years in the Naval Reserve on 
the USS Uvalde (AKA-88) as Gun
nery Officer and Administrative As
sistant.

My first year at Georgetown I be
came involved in student activities 
as a delegate to the S.B.A.; this 
year I am serving as Treasurer. I 
was the student representative to 
the Alumni Board of Governors in 
Philadelphia last November and am 
now on a task force set up by 
Georgetown University’s A lum ni Association to study the proposal 
for a separate "Law section” of that 
association. I am presently conclud
ing a report on that proposal for the 
task force to be presented to the 
Alumni Board of Governors at its 
next meeting.

My report will recommend that 
a non-profit, non-members corpora
tion be organized—to be controlled 
by the law school with separate fi
nances. It is time for the Alumni 
Association to recognize that a pro 
fessional school must provide serv 
ices for its graduates in order to 
build up a loyalty, as the typical 
law student feels no loyalty toward 
the University as do the undergrad 
uates.

1 am also a member of the Law 
School Budget Committee and the 
Student Faculty Committee on the 
Curriculum.

No area of concern in the Law 
Center is more im portant or com 
plex than the curriculum . To 
evaluate current courses, I have, 
through the Curriculum Committee, asked that all professors outline 
their courses. These reports should 
be grouped together into branches 
of the Law studied and presented 
to the Curriculum Committee for 
future discussions on proposals for 
revisions.

Being a member of those com
m ittees has afforded me an inside 
view of the Law school. My first 
conclusion formed is that the general 
student body is not informed of 
whats going-on by student leaders.

I have attem pted to inform stu
dents by articles in the Law Weekly. 
The Alumni and Curriculum com
mittees work has been reported; the 
budget report will be issued before 
the end of the school year. As S.B.A. 
President, I would urge a joint news 

(Continued on Page 2)

William Jarblum
Due to the disruption caused by 

the recent Easter break, the Law 
Weekly was unable to obtain a copy 
of Mr, Jarb lum ’s platform, in lieu 
of which he offered the following 
statem ent:

The main thrust of my platform is 
for greater student participation. 
This includes a strong student voice 
on the curriculum committee and 
on the faculty tenure committee. 
The students should lead a fight 
to have the law center break all of 
its fiscal ties to the main univer
sity. This program includes asking 
all law alumni to make contribu
tions expressly for the law center’s 
use.

Over the last five years, all at
tempts to improve the library have 
been brushed aside because we are 
moving into a new building. The stu
dents who are here now are suffer
ing from a badly lit and poorly 
equipped facility. We must make 
temporary improvements on this 
building while we plan for the new 
library. This must be done even at 
the expense of other projects at the 
law school.

I also would seek to abolish the 
grading system as it now exists. 
As a first step, class ranking should 
be stopped immediately. I also favor 
the school giving a greater number 
of research grants to the various 
professors, both as an added induce
ment for scholarly research and as 
a much needed means of giving stu 
dent employment.

In summ ary, the law center is at 
a threshhold. We have a new dean 
and we are getting a new building. 
It is imperative at this time to 
have creative student leadership to 
set a standard for future classes to 
follow.

S.B.A.
ELECTIONS

Monday 
April 14

Remember . . .
Vote

Your Future Is At Stake
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id est . . .
A CRITIQUE by Michael D. Gragert

Monday, April 14, will determine whether GULC student government will continue its controversial, disruptive but progressive association with the spirit of contemporary student activism or turn back to the "don’t rock the boat," industrious pursuit of the pedestrian characteristic of the placid 1950’s.The choice is clearly set forth in the platforms and personalities of the two frontrunning SBA Presidential candidates. John C. Kolojeski represents the liberal, progressive faction of the student body intent on bringing into fruition some of the goals set forth by the outgoing Stern Administration as well as conceiving new programs for student and law center community involvement. "In the other corner," we have the champion of the student moderates, Steve Son- nett, present SBA Treasurer and popular student figure. Son- nett, as is the wont of moderates, likes to work within well established channels involved more with the familiar, albeit rather mundane, details and mechanics of law center life than with larger, more controversial, and perhaps more crucial, concepts and goals.It is the opinion of this writer that the traits of the personable Mr. Sonnett, e.g. honesty, dependability and realistic, although somewhat colorless, thinking lend themselves to capable performance of SBA Treasurer (which position Sonnett handled commendably during the past year) but there is some doubt whether such qualities are sufficient for the Presidency of an apathy ridden student body which, in view of its reputation and geographical location should be in the forefront of responsible student activism within this nation’s centers of legal education. The situation demands leadership possessing a certain degree of social sensitivity, charisma and flexible, creative thinking capable of keeping the SBA within the context of today’s involvement generation.The latter qualities are certainly possessed by Mr. Kolojeski whose student idealism is sufficiently tempered with common sense gained in part through his own experiences as a faculty instructor and whose qualities of leadership are more than ample to enlist the participation of large cross-sections of the student body in the implementation of the platform he now proposes. Kolojeski is not a neo-Mark Rudd confrontist but rather is a serious, concerned but level-headed student progressive advocating a philosophy of student and law community involvement not only in the conventional areas of student government concern but also in new and growing areas of student assertion, e.g. scholarship and admission policies, inner city legal assistance, curricula reform, faculty tenure and committee membership, etc.

KOLOJESKI
(Continued from Page 1)

gram which has placed G.U.L.C. 
in a pre-em inent position in that 
area am ong the nation’s law 
schools.
Finally, it is time that the nu
merous "action program s,” e.g., 
Legal Aid, Students-In-Court Pro
gram, Shaw Teaching Project and 
the Summer L.S.C.R.R.C. pro
gram among others, be studied 
and supervised by a single stu
dent-faculty committee so that 
classroom credit may be awarded 
to the many earnest participants 
in these worthwhile legal "action 
courses.”

4. The Use of Student Critiques as 
an Indispensable Elem ent in the 
Faculty Tenure Procedure —A
much discussed area where little 
or no action has been taken is the 
role of the student critique (stu 
dent evaluation of individual fac
ulty members) in the determ ina
tion of faculty tenure. The first 
hand experience of a student who 
has studied under a professor for 
one or two years simply cannot be 
ignored in this crucial decision
making process. The only way to 
make the student critiques more 
m eaningful to the Law Center 
is to make certain that there is at 
least one student member on the 
Tenure Committee who will con
scientiously analyze and evaluate

all of the student critiques before 
casting his final vote. Full student 
participation in the process will 
be aimed at promoting excellence 
in tile Law Center Faculty.

III. STUDENTS AND THE DRAFT 
G.U.L.C., like all institutions of 
higher learning composed in part 
of draft eligibles, requires the expert 
assistance of a draft counselor. Pre
ferably, such an individual would al
so teach a credit course that in
cludes the area of selective service 
and military law.
Secondly, it is my personal feeling 
that the student who refuses the 
draft should have the same right of 
admission or readm ission as the stu 
dent who interrupts his studies to 
serve in the armed forces. This is 
both a hum anitarian and a rational 
course of action. If such a policy is 
in conflict with p re se n t A.B.A. 
standards, then I feel that George
town should take the lead in effec
tuating a change.IV. EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIV

ITIES
1. I advocate continued expansion 

and support for the Free Univer
sity, using it as a testing ground 
in some instances for annually up
dating the curriculum . It is my 
personal opinion that the future 
of the Free University canbestbe 
furthered by linking it with the 
lay community.

FIRST YEAR GRADE PROPOSAL . .CHANGE By Mary McReynolds, Kinnard Howland '71

Encouraged by the discussions of 
Dialogue Day, a group of first year 
students formed an ad hoc commit
tee to mobilize support for changes 
in the system presently used to eval
uate the first year student. This 
committee, supported by a majority 
of those in the first year, feels there 
are two areas that are most de
leterious to the first year student: 
the exam ination system and the 
grading, ranking system.

The exams as they now stand 
m easure one's ability to quickly 
recognize and superficially analyze 
issues. They also literally measure 
the speed with which one can legibly 
write or type. They do not measure 
how well he writes, the extent of 
his scholarship, nor his ability to 
exhaustively analyze, all of which 
are far more common legal func
tions after law school. Moreover, 
as a teaching tool the present exam 
system is limited. It compels the 
student to study but fails to teach 
him how to take the only exam that 
counts. The final grades, received 
m onths later, tell him only whether 
he performed in the m anner ex
pected by the professor.

In order to maximize the educa
tional utility of exams, the com
mittee would propose the following 
changes: take home exams which 
place less premium on the time 
elem ent and where ap p ro p ria te , 
open book exams. These methods 
are employed in the second and 
third years; they should also be ex
tended to the first year. In addition, 
the students need several practice 
exams in each course which include 
either personal or group critiques.

To minimize the ill-effects in
herent in any exam ination system, 
the present grading/ranking system 
should be revised. The grades now 
provide a basis for determ ining the 
membership for law review, admis
sion to sem inars, and rank in class. 
However, they do not necessarily re
flect requisite skills for the law 
journal. They bear a tenuous rela
tionship to what a student can con
tribute to a seminar. They furnish

so many fine distinctions that the 
ranking over-em phasizes insig
nificant differences in averages and 
exaggerates the precision of num erical grading.

The majority of first year students 
support the institution of a three- 
category grouping system. The high
est category would distinguish those 
students who excelled on their ex
ams. The middle category would 
comprise those students who have 
met the prescribed standards for the 
course, and the third category in
dicates those who have not. The 
system as a whole would eliminate 
many of the artifical distinctions 
resulting from the present numerical ranking.

Selection for membership on the 
law journal should be based pri
marily on dem onstrated writing and 
research ability. Any method de
pending exclusively upon grades 
tends to produce a questionable 
representation from the first year 
sections. For example, in the day 
division, section two has contributed 
a scant few to the journal in recent 
years, whereas sections one and 
three have dominated. It seems more 
reasonable to attribute this impro- 
portion to varying grading standards 
rather than to a remarkably poorer 
ability in those students whose last 
names begin with a particular letter.

Admission to sem inars on the 
basis of grades is invidious. Because 
they provide the most ideal learning 
situation they should not be inac
cessible to the majority of students, 
who could best benefit from them. 
It is proposed that any senior be 
guaranteed a place in the seminar 
of his choice. Those few seminars 
with too large an enrollm ent could 
be split to include all the seniors; 
any spaces left could be filled by 
juniors.

Were the proposed grading system 
implemented this year, the member
ship of law journal would be drawn 
from the students in the highest 
category, whereas in future years, 
selection may be based upon dif
ferent criteria, i.e. writing competi

tion. If the policy of admission to 
sem inars rem ains unchanged, this 
same high category would furnish 
the bulk of sem inar members, with 
the students in the middle category 
contributing to the few spaces re
served for those with "dem onstrable 
in terest.”

The present system  penalizes the 
student who fails in the first year to 
"psych o u t” the system , or who 
devotes a large am ount of time to 
co-curricular activites such as legal 
aid, oral argum ent, etc. The pro
posed scheme would minimize the 
inimical effects inherent in any ob
jective evaluation system. It would 
place no em phasis on fine differen
tiation among students and give a 
more realistic appraisal of their abil
ities. Those who excel on the exams 
would be distinguished and those 
with the skills needed for law journal 
would be recognized; such groups 
are not n ecessa rily  m u tu a lly  in
clusive. By allowing open participa
tion in sem inars, it enhances the 
developm ent of legal talent in those 
who would otherwise be largely 
ignored.

The overall effect of the proposed 
system would be a wider distribution 
of incentives. This in turn  would 
provide for many students an outlet 
from the syndrome of mediocrity 
now imposed by first year grades. 
The net result: an increase in the 
num ber of highly com petent grad
uates.

The following persons have filed for 
S.B.A. executive positions other than President as of press time:
Day V ice-President —Howard A.

Mandell; Dennis R. Santoli. 
E ven ing  V ic e -P re s id e n t— P e te r 

Andrew McLoed.
Treasurer —Jeff Moss.
Secretary — Joseph P. Griffin.

Referendum on Minority Scholarship
by Brian O'Dwyer

A proposal of the Student Bar 
Association to establish a fund to 
provide scholarships and loans to 
members of minority groups, will 
be voted on by the student body 
on Monday, April 14th. In order to

2. With the approval of Ralph Na
der, why not establish a year 
round investigative corps that will 
make G.U.L.C. students the bulk 
of "N ader’s Raiders.” Serious 
consideration should be given to 
the idea of giving classroom cred
it to such a supervised "action 
program .”

3. With sufficient student interest, 
there is no reason why we could 
not seriously attem pt to establish 
a working program with the Con
gress of the United States where
by law students could work part 
time for Congressional Subcom
mittees doing investigation and 
research on pending legislation. 
This could be a paying position, 
or be sanctioned as a credit course 
in legislation.

4. Finally, my sympathies and full 
support go out to those students 
devoted to the Shaw Teaching 
Project and the new Tutorial Pro
gram, designed to aid First Year 
Students.

pass, one half of the student body 
m ust vote for the proposal.

If approved, five dollars a sem ester 
would be set aside from each stu 
dents tuition and put in a fund 
earmarked for minority student 
scholarships. Tuition would be 
raised to finance the contributions.

There are presently between 
twenty and thirty Black Students 
at the Law Center according to 
Thomas Fischer, Director of Ad 
missions. Last year thirteen Black 
Students were admitted under an 
existing program. Recruitment was 
hampered by lack of money which 
kept the Law Center Admissions 
Staff from speaking at Colleges 
around the country. Other potential 
students could not be admitted due 
to a lack of scholarship funds. Ac
cording to Don Stem , President of 
the S.B.A., and the intiator of the 
proposal, Georgetown’s recruitment 
program would be greatly enhanced 
by the increased funds provided 
by the proposal.

Opposition to the S.B.A. proposal 
has been led by S.B.A. Treasurer, 
Stephen Sonnet, who objected to 
what he calls the compulsory nature 
of the fund. Sonnet feels that many 
of those who will vote in the refer
endum will not have to pay the in
crease in tuition. He objects to the

fact that 3rd year students and stu 
dents whose parents and /or wives 
pay their tuition will be given the 
same vote as those who finance 
tuition from their own pockets.

SONNETT
(Continued from Page 1)

letter from the S.B.A. and the Dean’s 
office to be published by the Law 
Weekly as developm ents occur.

As to the S.B.A. itself . . . several 
years ago it was awarded as the best 
in the nation. W hat’s happened 
since? hi my opinion, the affectiveness of the S.B.A. has been 
weakened by a lack of planning and 
delegation of authority, and a lack 
of responsibility in regulating and 
guiding related S.B.A. activities. 
Furtherm ore in order to re-establish 
needed communication, I would call 
a meeting of all co curricular ac
tivity heads to discuss m utual prob
lems and create cooperation.

I believe that the student is a 
vital and moving force in the Law 
Center and that his views m ust be 
presented to the A dm inistration and 
Faculty. Meaningful com m unication 
and advancem ent will come from 
continued pressure on the Law 
Centers Administration.


