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Athletic Board: lmp

by Russ Gaspar

The  Georgetown  University
Athletic Board has come under
fire in recent weeks for its unpop-
ular decision to terminate the
track program this spring and its
tight-lipped approach to the re-
quest for a lengthened football
schedule, These criticisms have
gone deeper than simple disagree-
ment with the Board’s decisions;
serious questions have been
brought to light by the contro-
versy. They can perhaps best be
summarized by Student Athletic
Commission chairman Pierce O’-
Donnell’'s dismissal of the Board
as an “impotent flop.”

An analysis of the Athletic
Board then appears to be in order.

Board members are chosen by
the president of the University
from a list of nominees submitted
by Dr. Philip A. Tripp, University
vice president for student devel-
opment. Traditionally the presi-
dents of the Yard and Walsh Area
student councils, along with the
heads of the SAC and Women’'s
Athletic Association have been its
student representatives. Dan Hur-
son, John Kelly, O'Donnell, and
Kathy Allen fill these positions
this year. The Board's three fac-
ulty members include the Rev.
William Kelly, S.J.,, and Profes-
sors Charles Ferster and George
Wood. The alumni association is
represented by its executive sec-
retary, Pat Read, and the ath-
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1et1c department by Athletlc D1-
rector Jack Hagerty and the Ath-
letic Moderator, the Rev. Robert
Hoggson, S.J. The Rev. Royden
Davis, S.J. chairs the Board, a
position he has held for three
years.

In the somewhat complicated
University bureaucracy, the office
for student development has su-
pervision of and final decision over
athletics. The Athletic Board fits
somewhere in between Dr. Tripp’s
office and the athletic department,
reporting in an advisory function
to Tripp. The nature of the Board
has remained the same from the
outset: said Hagerty, “The Ath-
letic Board is only an advisory
board.” This statement is agreed
to by all who sit on the Board,
and is probably the one fact that
is most responsible for the criti-
cism the Board-faces. Many of its
members would like to see the
Athletic Board do more than rec-
ommend that a sport be given var-
sity status or suffer cancellation
when problems arise.

“Marginally Usefull”

Athletic policy is formulated
within the athletic department,
and money budgeted for each pro-
gram as its needs and relative
value demand. Policy changes are
approved through Dr. Tripp;
budgetary problems are handled
by the University budget com-
mittee, and a lump sum is given
to the department for dispersal
as it sees fit. The Athletic Board
comes in, Hagerty revealed, when
“the athletic department presents
problems to the Board—they kick
them around and come up with a
recommendation.”

foui’xd snmlar faults

Noting that the Board has no
powers or ultimate authority,
John Kelly stated, ‘‘Unless there
is something done, the Board will
continue to be marginally useful.
Certainly it hasn’'t worked to the
advantage of student interests in
the athletic program.” It was his
opinion that ‘“nobody at all has
specified the relationship between
the Athletic Board, the athletic
department, and the Office for
Student Development,” and as a
result there was no real sense of
purpose. Or, as Dan Hurson chose
to say, the Board suffered from
“confusion in direction.”

Inherent Weaknesses

Pierce O'Donnell also felt that
the track crisis revealed several
inherent board weaknesses, al-
though he could not blame the
Board as the sole cause of the
problem. “In terms of the Athletic
Board, the members sincerely
tried to avert the disaster that
befell the track team and resulted
in Georgetown sinking to an all-
time low in national collegiate
track circles,” he claimed. “But by
its very mnature, the Athletic
Board has no power whatsoever;
it is large, unwieldy at times be-
cause of the number of its mem-
bers. It tends to be problem and
crisis-oriented instead of far
reaching in its policy recommen-
dations.”

Athletlc Dxrector Hagerty has

“In my per-
sonal opinion,” he said, “the Ath-
letic Board is too Iarge and un-
wieldy.” He too has found the
Board short-sighted in its ap-
proach; for some time he has
been trying to get the Board's
assistance to improve the soccer,
golf, swimming and tennis pro-
grams, but nothing has been done.
He did comment, however, that
both the athletic department and

the Board were hampered by the
University’s financial situation.
“I have been led to believe that
all the departments in the Uni-
versity have been asked to cut
their budgets,” he stated, and as
a result ‘“instead of growing, we
will probably have to retract.”

Fr. Davis agreed with the ac-
cusations that the Board has no
authority, saying “It has not been
really a planning board, it has
not up to this time had deciding
power.” Defining the Board's role
more clearly, Davis commented
that it was never meant to be an
innovating body, nor was it meant
to supervise athletics. And al-
though it may consider budgetary
problems, it is only in light of a
specific problem (as it was in
track) and only because the prob-
lem has reached the Board. No
full-scale review is undertaken,
“They do not determine the budg-
et of the athletic department,”
Fr. Davis remarked.

However, Fr. Davis defended
the original definition of the
Board's powers. “In and of it-
self, the advisory nature of the
Board is not prohibitive,” he said.
Although he would not specify
whether he felt the Board should
be given initiative powers, he in-
dicated that the Board possibly
had a potential that was not being
realized. “We could be a strong
advisory body,” he noted. “In a
lot of the new trends it might be
valuable.” Furthermore, he said,
“The concept and composition of
the Board are excellent., Given
the right circumstances the use
of the Board, given its advisory
function, could be very construc-
tive.”

The chairman recognized that a
good deal of the problems facing
the Board resulted from the com-
plicated structure of which it is
a part. Its role was not to be
slighted, however. “It has a defi-
nite place in Georgetown,” Fr.
Davis emphasized, “and can be of
great value in Georgetown’s ath-
letic program.” Obviously aware
of the criticism the Board has re-
ceived, he stated that at the next
meeting its members would at-
tempt to clarify the role it would
play and the actions it should
undertake.

Shake-Up

A re-evaluation of the Board’s
role and possibly a total shake-up
of the University athletic hier-
archy are on many minds these
days. When it comes to suggest-
ing specific areas for improve-
ment, at least three are consid-
ered major. The nature of the
Board as advisory, its size and
composition, and its present ori-
entation toward problems are the
focal issues for those who would
improve the Board.

Although Fr. Davis wholly sup-
ports the advisory nature of the

Board, there are those who would
completely abandon it in favor of
a more vital set-up. Hurson sug-
gested, “Make the Board into a
more powerful group—a board of
directors for athletic affairs.”” He
would like to see the Athletic
Board having total control over
the hiring of coaches, the athletic
director, and other major depart-
mental decisions.

“Absurd Arrangement”

O'Donnell sees the Board in a
similar light. Remarking on its
present advisory status, the SAC
chairman declared, “This is a de-
plorable and absurd arrangement
that must be changed if George-
town is to assume any position of
prominence in intercollegiate ath-
letics. The Athletic Board should
be constructed so as to reflect in
its membership a cross-section of
the Georgetown community—stu-
dents, faculty, alumni and admin-
istrators. Then, in order to give
some meaning to this much-
abused term ‘community,’ the
Board should be given complete
control over the formation of all
athletic policy.”

Consensus seems to agree with
Hagerty’s criticism of the Board’s
size, and many would favor his
plan to cut the number of mem-
bers from eleven to six or eight.
A more debatable point is which
groups should be included. While
Fr. Davis, Hagerty and O'Donnell
would continue the present four-
party representation, Hurson
would remove all direct represent-
atives of the athletic department
in order to have an impartial
group free from departmental in-

terests and influences. Kelly also
felt that perhaps ‘“the administra-
tors ought not be the people who
are on the Athletic Board,” but
preferred to have a definite idea
of its role before making a final
judgment.

John Dwyer, a varsity halfback
and an instrumental member of
the group that pushed for an ex-
tension of next fall's football
schedule, has a slightly different
idea about the Board’s composi-
tion. Because he feels that too
many of the Board members know
little or nothing about sports, and
are unaware of the issues facing
the department in its relationship
to the teams, he would like to
have at least half the members
be students. While allowing for
representation of the other three
groups, a student-majority board
would permit athletes to sit as
full members, therefore making it
a more viable structure for prob-
lems such as those of the track
situation.

Sore Points

The way the Athletic Board
handled both the football and
track issues has been a sore point
for many athletes. “The Board is
one of the many, many commit-
tees they have,”” Dwyer com-
plained. “They put off a request
and delay it as long as they can.”
Steve Stageberg is another irate

athlete. “They have no sense of
direction,” he said. “They let the
athletic department take the

lead.” Stageberg was particularly
upset over the Board’s refusal to
hear team representatives during
the track crisis, a situation that
resulted in the total acceptance of
the department’s “big lie” about
track, and the cancellation of the
program.

O'Donnell seconded Stageberg’s
complaint. “Several students and
the members of the track team
proposed a definite alternative to
the situation. Students are not in
the business of administrating ath-
letics or coaching, but it seems
that their opinions and suggestions
should have some hearing, and in
the context of the track situa-
tion the students seemed to have
been more perceptive than the
‘professionals.” ”

Both Dwyer and Stageberg
would like to have the Board
meet regularly, in order to pre-
vent issues like track from reach-
ing the critical stage. At present
the Board meets sporadically.
“We haven’t had many meetings,”
Kelly admitted. “Father Davis
hasn’t seen fit to call them.”

Pierce O’Donnell would have the
Board meet more often as well.
If it doesn’t define its role, de-
cide how to act, and receive the
power it needs, the SAC chairman
foresees that, “We are fated to
endure more ugly crises like track
in the future.”
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Takes Up Skydiving

Boxer's Future Uncertain

(Continued from Page 20)
coach felt that the fact that his
pupil is a southpaw would make
him a tough man to fight against,
and so he gave Dumas the go-
ahead to enter the Golden Gloves.

Dumas began intensive training
in late January, coupling exten-
sive roadwork with his boxing
exercises, but he did not engage
in any sparring until five days be-
fore his first fight when he spar-
red with an experienced fighter
from the Hillcrest Heights Boys’
Club. The Hoya freshman felt that
he fared rather poorly in the spar-
ring bout, but he entered the
Golden Gloves Tournament with a
feeling of confidence: “I felt I had
a pretty good chance. I guess I'm
an optimist at heart.” Dumas
drew a first round bye, but on
March 14 he was paired against a
man who had won by a knock-
out the week before.

In his first fight, Dumas pro-
ceeded to floor his opponent in
the first round and to win an
easy decision. Both he and Galla-
gher were thrilled by the victory,
and by the first-round knockdown.
Gallagher said, “I was really sur-
prised when Art knocked him
down, and Art looked more sur-
prised than I was.”” Dumas agreed,
saying, “I didn’t think I hit him
that hard. It was a left jab, and I
wasn't really looking at him. I
was too busy concentrating on
my form.” However, one week
later, it was not Art Dumas’
form but his boxing ability that
won him his second victory,
another easy decision.

Thus the original field of six-
teen fighters had been pared down
to two, and on March 28, Dumas
met Glenn Haman of the Hillcrest
Heights Boys’ Club for the Light
Middleweight Novice Champion-
ship. Haman was a tough, expe-
rienced boxer who had competed
extensively in club bouts prior to
the Golden Gloves. However,
Dumas had done quite a bit of
sparring since his first bout and
felt that he had a chance against
Haman.

The Dumas-Haman bout was
perhaps the best and hardest-
fought bout of the final night.
Whereas in his first two bouts
Dumas had been basically a boxer,
against Haman he became a
puncher. “Art stood toe-to-toe
with Haman,” Gallagher recalls.
And Dumas remembers, “We just
started swinging.”

The bout went the full three
rounds, and when it was over,

there was no doubt in anyone's
mind that it would be a very close
decision. The victory was awarded
to Haman, but Gallagher believes
that Dumas had the edge in the
fight. Gallagher recalls that after
the decision was announced,
Pappy Gault, the coach of the
U.S. Olympic boxing team, told
him that he thought the decision
should have gone to Dumas. The
Hoya southpaw was not as sure,
however: “I thought it was up in
the air. It was definitely close. I
was just hoping.” It is a tribute to
the bout fought by Dumas that
Haman was named the outstand-
ing boxer in the entire novice di-
vision of the Golden Gloves
Tournament.

When asked about his feelings
following the final bout, Dumas
stated that he had been more
thrilled following his first fight
because he didn’t win the final
one, as he felt he could have. He
said that he was “just relieved”
that it was all over.

As far as his future in boxing
is concerned, Art Dumas is un-
certain. He says that Gallagher
wants him to continue and that
he has been working out in case
he decides to go on, as well as
“just to stay in shape.” However,
he does not at this time feel that
he will go on. He does not be-
lieve that the time and effort
involved in intensive boxing train-
ing are worth the few minutes
spent in the ring. “I don’t enjoy
boxing that much,” he says. “The
sense of accomplishment I got
was the best part.”

ART DUMAS

“Art has a lot of guts,” said
Marty Gallagher. And now that
Art Dumas has tried his hand at
boxing, he is about to take up
another sport—skydiving. A mem-
ber of the newly formed local sky-
diving club, St. Michael's Angels,
Dumas was supposed to take his
first jump as this issue was going
to press. That jump was cancelled
due to high winds, but Art Dumas
will try again. “It’s not danger-
ous,” he says.

Light Hitting Hoyas
Miss Francis' Hitting

(Continued from Page 20)
run in the eleventh on a wild
pitch. Four runs without benefit
of a hit: Hitless Wonders in their
own right.

Without Francis, the only con-
sistent hitter left seems to be
Zeitler., Nolan observed, “When
Dick’s hitting, we're going to be
tough.” Nolan added, though, *“I
think he’s pressing a bit.” It has
shown in Zeitler’'s abnormally er-
ratic fielding, 11 errors in eight
games, highly uncharacteristic.
The loss of Francis has thrown
extra weight on his shoulders.
Nolan mused, “We're really miss-
ing him (Francis). We miss his

leadership.” He noted that Rich
Binetti and Tom Elliott looked
good and Ron Beal would improve
once he got over his broken foot.

But the team is relatively young
and, in the eyes of their coach,
they lack the maturity gained by
experience. “We're making a lot
of errors,” not only fielding mis-
cues, but strategic mistakes that
inexperience forces. He added,

however, ‘“Maybe they’re trying
too hard.” He thought it would be
a long season. Without Francis'
dependable hitting and above all
his leadership on the field, it could
be too long.

United STUDENT (GOVERNMENT

ScHrROETER—(GOLDEN

Under The Table

by Pat Quinn

The holy temple of Georgetown athletics received some
unusual visitors last week, and no one is quite sure yet
whether the entrance of these intruders into the Hoya spc?rts
world is the promise of a new day or just some more medioc-
rity. The new arrivals are none other than the student po-
liticos, those dedicated souls who are seeking to become the
messiahs of the Hilltop rabble for the coming year.

The presence of politicos no doubt causes alarm among old
guard ‘“jocks” but their coming was inevitable. The politicians
became interested in athletics on the thought that, next to
beer and other things, sports occupy a great deal of the
Georgetown student body’s time, and it would certainly be
prudent for any judicious vote-getter to spend a few mim.ltes
on this area. Therefore, all the platform writers of the various
candidates were dispatched to create visionary athletics
planks.

In reality, there may be some question as to the amount
of vision in the planks as well as to the actual ability of the
candidates to improve the Georgetown athletic program but
at least this club of vote-getters showed some concern for
the confusing condition of Hoya sports. For it is quite clear
that athletic policy-making is pretty mixed up around here
and boasts of a bureaucratic structure that even Mayor
Daley’s Cook County democratic organization would find
awe-inspiring. As this week’s story on the Athletic Board
indicates, leadership in  athletic decision-making is non-
existent. Every year the student development office, the
Athletic Board, and the athletic department muddle through
athletic affairs without common direction or philosophy.

This organizational chaos offers nothing worthwhile to
Georgetown students who have the right to expect better.
The athletic bigwigs haven’t done a very good job this year.
Their most evident failure was an inability to resolve the
track dispute, which revealed in graphic detail the incompe-
tence of the Athletic Board and the athletic department.
Everyone became aware of the athletic hierarchy’s com-
placency, indecision, and lack of imagination and innovation.
Without a doubt, game-playing at Georgetown is not re-
stricted to athletes; the athletic policy-makers like to play
games too although their playing performances aren’t crowd
pleasers. The Athletic Board which, according to reliable
sources, can be silent in five languages, is the best example of
the do nothing spirit.

The Hoya sports program has never been forward-looking
in terms of outside promotion of teams and community in-
volvement. But now it is even failing to properly handle its
internal affairs and maintain domestic tranquility at Me-
Donough Gym. Assistant Athletic Director Sigholtz has alien-
ated athletes like Pierce O'Donnell and Steve Stageberg, who
are now seeking his resignation. This grievance could present
more trouble to the already beleaguered Athletic Board
which hasn’t been able to contain dissension in the past.

So the time has come for a wholesale reform of athletic
policy-making at Georgetown. The Athletic Board has amply
displayed its inadequacies. Its responses, concocted by the
specialists in cliche and tradition, have ceased to be satis-
factory. The best way to bring the Athletic Board back to
life is to give it more authority than its present ‘“‘advisory”
function allows.

This solution, which has been suggested by student
leaders concerned with athletics, would give the Board sole
policy-making power with regard to athletics. The athletic
department would lose its quasi-independent status and be
responsible only for the implementation of policy decisions.
Dr. Tripp’s veto power over athletic decisions would also be
eliminated. However, representation on the Board could be
worked out for the athletic department and Student Develop-
ment Office.

Under this plan, the University community—student, fac-
ulty, administrators, and alumni—would participate most
fully in the decision-making process concerning Georgetown
sports. The proposal would abolish the current feudal and
paternal athletic structure, and it would considerably reduce
the bewildering bureaucratic mumbo-jumbo that now exists.

Such a move is imperative if the Georgetown sports pro-
gram is ever to acquire a progressive tone. The first step
is to open up the decision-making procedure. The Athletic

Board always marks its pronouncements by nobly
noting that “the Athletic Board is made up of administrators,
faculty, students, and alumni.” That’s fine, except the Athletic
Board doesn’t do anything of consequence and doesn’t even
care to meet very often. The real power in athletics lies else-
where. Until this power is shared, Georgetown athletes and
fans will continue to be shortchanged.
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against Gallaudet. Unfortunately Train and his fellow Hoyas couldn’t

outswing their opponents,

Hoya Quick Start
Topples Roanoke

by Dan Hickey

The Georgetown Lacrosse Club
grabbed a quick lead against
Roanoke College and then had to
fight off repeated rallies by the
visitors to defeat them, 11-8, be-
fore a good crowd at Kehoe Field
last Saturday. The victory evened
the Hoyas’ record at 5-5. Roanoke,
which had previously defeated
North Carolina and Duke, dropped
its second decision against five
victories.

Jim “Thunderstick” Rogers, the
Hoyas’ high-scoring midfielder, got
the team off to a quick start with
an unassisted goal at 2:33 of the
first quarter, and crease attack-

Committee Forms
To Pressure For
Sigholtz Removal

Student Athletic Committee
Chairman Pierce O'Donnell, Track
Captain Steve Stageberg, and
Yard President Dan Hurson an-
nounced early Tuesday the forma-
tion of a committee which will
seek to block the appointment of
Assistant Athletic Director Robert
Sigholtz as successor to present
Athletic Director Jack Hagerty
who will retire at the end of this
year. The group also wants to se-
cure Sigholtz’s resignation f{rom
the athletic department. They
issued the following statement:

“While we acknowledge the ex-
perience and background that
Colonel Sigholtz has brought to
the athletic department, we feel
that his personality, his methods,
and his performance are not con-
ducive to a healthy athletic pro-
gram at Georgetown. We also teel
that Colonel Sigholtz is insensitive
to the dynamics of academic life
in terms of recognizing the impor-
tance of significant student in-
volvement in decision making.”

This committee has been meet-
ing for the past two weeks an-
alyzing what they call “the deteri-
orating athletic situation at
Georgetown” and finally decided
to mobilize for Sigholtz’s ouster.

man Bill Guilfoyle duplicated the
feat three minutes later to build
a 2-0 lead. Roanoke narrowed the
lead to one, but Rodgers scored
again on a pass from Pat McArdle,
and McArdle scored on a feed from
Charlie Blazek while Roanoke was
a man down. Roanoke narrowed
the gap to 4-3 early in the second
period, but Dan Hickey and Pat
McArdle both scored on assists
from Phil Porter to gain a 6-3
lead at the half.

The Hoyas broke the game open
in the first minute of the third
period. Charlie Blazek won the
faceoff, passed behind to McArdie,
who passed to Guilfoyle in front,
and Guilfoyle fired in his second
goal after only 24 seconds. A half
minute later, Blazek took a pass
from Jim Bagdonis and scored
for an 8-3 lead. Pat McArdle also
scored in that period, and the
Hoyas led 9-4 at the end of three
quarters.

The momentum suddenly
changed in the last period. Roan-
oke poured in two quick goals and
were threatening to diminish the
Hoyas’ lead even more until Hoya
Nick Middy got the ball out of
the Hoyas' defensive end, found
Bill Guilfoyle cutting across the
middle with a fine pass, and Guil-
foyle fired in his third goal of the
afternoon. Pat McArdle scored his
fourth goal of the game only two
minutes later, giving the Hoyas
an insurmountable five goal lead.
Roanoke scored two more goals
before time ran out on their be-
lated rally.

The victory over Roanoke gave
of their last four, momentum for
the final part of their season. Over
the weekend the team will take
on George Washington away on
Saturday and finish the season at
home Sunday against the Rich-
mond Lacrosse Club. The Hoyas
hope to avenge a 17-9 loss "o Rich-
mond suffered earlier in the
season. The club also hopes to gain
varsity recognition for next year.
The decision 1is still rending.
Senior co-captains Bill Guilfoyle
and Charlie Blazek have done a

Francis Out For Year;

by Jim Keane

The Hoya edition of the Hitless
Wonders couldn't put together
walks and steals to beat either
American University or Gallaudet
College, last week. The George-
town nine lost to AU by a 14-2
count and succumbed to Gallaudet
in 11 innings, 7-6.

Whatever real hitting the
Hoyas had was sharply curtailed
in the first inning against AU
when Bobby Francis, team captain
and a main power at the plate,
collided with Brian Ward in the
outfield. Francis broke his leg and
will be out for the rest of the
season.

‘“When Francis got hurt,” coach
Tom Nolan stated, “our kids just
went flat.”” To add woe to misery,
AU came out slugging and
shelled starter Tim Mercier (“he
never could get loose to throw
the way he wanted to”’) and then
reliever Bill McNulty enroute to
a 14-2 bombardment. The Hoyas
defense made it a team effort by
contributing five errors in the
disaster that Nolan could only
describe as “one of those games.”
After the game, one of the George-
town players, Brian Ward, re-
turned to his car to find his wind-
shield smashed by a discus. It was
a bad day all around.

Against Gallaudet, in a game
that dragged 11 innings, the Hoyas
showed how to score six runs with
minimal hitting. Unfortunately
Gallaudet showed how to score
seven runs on hits, errors of judg-
ment and defensive mistakes.
Georgetown’s Dick Zeitler, the
streaking Silver Squirrel at short-
stop and on the basepaths, col-
lected three hits—a scorching
double and two singles, He scored
once and drove in another run
with a shot up the middle. Dave
Ryan knocked in a run also.

Chris Speed, the Hoya starter,
after being nicked for a run in
the first, was in command until
the sixth when Gallaudet scored
three. Georgetown battled back to
tie in the same inning and went
a head by one in the eighth. How-
ever Gallaudet tied it again in the
ninth. Reliever John Lawler
walked in the go-ahead run in
the eleventh and gave up one

more. Georgetown could get only
one run back in the bottom of the
eleventh,

According to Nolan, coach and
choreographer, “I'm not getting
any hitting at all. We're stealing
runs like mad.” The Hoyas ran
like roadrunners to score the bulk
of their runs. “We've gotta depend
on our running game,” Nolan said,

‘- Hoya Nine Drops Pair

and his team proved it. Both
scored on an overthrow attempt.
Dave Ryan thought he was only
trying to steal second, but found
himself at home after a pair of
wild throws. He also stole third
in the eighth standing up, and
Pete Train stole third in the tenth.
Tom Elliott scored the last Hoya

(Continued on Page 19)

GU Boxer Scores
In D.C. Tourney

by Roger Geiss

“It’s something to look back
on.” With these words. George-
town freshman Art Dumas
summed up his feelings regarding
the recent District of Columbia
A.AU. Golden Gloves Boxing
Tournament, a tourney which
saw him take the runnerup spot in
the Novice 156-1b. (Light Middle-
weight) division. This performance
represented quite an achievement
for a young man who was in the
ring for the first time after less
than three months of serious
training. But Dumas is not overly
impressed with his own success:
“When 1 think back on it, I feel
I could have won.”

A student in the College and a
native of Maine, Dumas attributes
his success to the tutelage of
Iloya boxing coach Marty Gal-
lagher, whom he calls a ‘“fabu-
lous instructor.” However, it was
on his own initiative and against
Gallagher’s advice that Dumas
began training for the Golden
Gloves. He started attending Gal-
lagher’s boxing classes last fall out
of a simple interest in learning
how to box. However, he did not
train seriously at first and it
wasn’'t until October that Dumas
even began to think about the
Golden Gloves.

After several strong sparring

matches with a friend who was
himself a veteran of Golden
Gloves competition, Dumas ap-

proached Gallagher regarding the
advisability of his entering the

g, ..

fine job in preparing the club for Georgetown’s Tom Elliot exhibits his unusual “strut” running style
as he crosses the plate after a wild pitch.

varsity status.

tournament. Gallagher recalls
that he told Dumas to “forget it”
because of the freshman’s lack of
ring experience. For the next sev-
eral months, Dumas continued to
attend class, but he did not en-
gage in sparring or hard training.

Although he and Gallagher dis-
cussed the Golden Gloves occasion-
ally, it was not until late January
that Dumas finally decided to
enter the tournament. He had
begun training harder following
the Christmas recess and after a
few sparring matches in January
felt that he could be ready for the
tourney. By this time Gallagher
too agreed that Dumas was com-
ing along nicely. Also the Hoya

(Continued on Page 19)

Hoya Heavies
Beat Marietta
Avenge Loss

The Georgetown heavyweight
crew defeated arch-rival Marietta
College last Saturday in a dual
meet. Rowing on the swift-flowing
Muskingum River, the Hoya var-
sity avenged an earlier defeat by
Marietta in the Cherry Blossom

Regatta.
The varsity, stroked by John
Coustia, stayed with Marietta

most of the way down the 2000
meter course, while rowing at a
slightly lower stroke. The Hoyas
moved out slightly after the 1000
meter mark, and increased their
lead to almost a length by the
last quarter mile. They were able
to withstand a final Marietta
sprint and win by 3% length.

Coxswain P. Hill Jackson’s
junior varsity heavyweights, who
had beaten Marietta previously
here on the Potomac, were both-
ered early in their race by some
extremely rough waters, compli-
cated by wakes from passing
motor boats. Marietta took ad-
vantage of the Hoyas' difficulties
to move out to a half length
lead. The jayvees regained their
composure in time, however, and,
rowing at a powerful clip, moved
by the Pioneers in the body of the
race, and won by a length and a
quarter going away.

In the first freshman heavy-
weight race, Marietta once again
took advantage of the rough water
to take a lead and the inexperi-
enced Hoyas could not recover in
time to overtake the Marietta
frosh. This proved to be Mari-
etta’s only victory of the after-
noon, as they held on to a one
length lead for the course of the

. race,

The Hoya second frosh four
rowed smooth, steady race and
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