. Rresident.

+-the un1versmty, wnlch is doubie

: jeopardy. - Students, including -the
four defendants present;y_before the
CJP, have been tried in-absentia, -
when they were not present= Stu-

- dents at Stanford have never been

tried by a jury of their peers. .~ ALl
three of these are instances of vio-
lations of Constltutlonally guaran—
teed rights.

) i3). "The Pre51dent (should) ‘be

lestrootJy'llmlved to grantlng amnesty tfﬁ

‘or commuting sentences" {from the
referendum)., All decisions of the
© 3JC or CJP are recommendations to ‘the

" who makeg the decisiom in all stu--
dent judicial cases. . ‘Students .should
not have to appeal a conviction pro-

gecuted by John chwartz to his - -
employer, Rlchawd Lynan,-the person“
who suthorized bringing charges in &
_tno f?;st olboe, o

Wao Lyman Ju%ttzled in. seuttng up
the CJP wltbout conzul

for thtee reasons,-
"n.iﬁrmt9_1t 16
.8&% up a student: JaGlGAal system =
without talking o student repre—-”

' aentatheg,'ﬁﬁ*ﬂqrentﬁy Lynnan, who
says he belleves -dbrocvacy does
“not congider s 3 legitimate
‘membters of societ 4 we have no righ
t0 participsle in bh f4e0181oqs that:
directly & 1eou_ou' ives. s

Sscond, Lyman 18 required by

the DanLC:lOg81 document ‘ecovering

student behavior, the Legislative
and Judlcla*.Ch:rter of 1968 (LJC),
to put all suggestions Lo changes

in the legal system. Lhlough the

Committee of Fiftesn (C-~1357.. -The
changes take place oniy after be;ng
propoood by a majority of. the C=15,
then approved bty the Student. Senate,

the Asadenic Council, and the. Pves~L"ﬁ

jdent (soe LJC. article TLT Vo -
Iyman ignored this rule when he. set
up the C¢JpP, He ¢id this. ‘pecause of
"Catch-22," article IV of .the LJC,
whieh gays "nothing in- these

articles shall be deeméd to contra- Jé

 wvene or limit “4he awthority and
power of  the. Preésident to promulgate
and enforce regulations governing
student tondest.” When article Iv
was written it was said to be a

Effectively 1% 1is Lyman .

lﬂg studentSQ

clearly unfalr to ..

'the Admmnlstratlon; Presently the

formallty, but it has been used time
~and again when the JudlClal system - '
did not .produce what Lyman wanted.
‘We have our own legal system, so
“long as it rules the way Lyman wants

.th it to rule.

. Third, Lyman dld not have the

right to amend the LJC, which is 1n'
effect what he did by ellmlnatlng

- the SJC. The only power he. legally

had ‘was ‘to appolnt students to flll

temporarlly the . student vacancies on
- the -8JC - not. to set up a oompletely'

new system.- : o 5

How has the Student Senate reacted"
" to the CJP° ' :

By a 19 to ? vote it enoouraged

- all students not te participate in

 Lyman®s new judicial system. until.

- the. recommended reforms are 1mple-h-
' mented.'t: ; . s o

IT THE NEW_ SYSTEM

;] How is the CJP Set up¢

Three faoulty (Rlohard Brody,
Polltlcal Scienses David NlVlSOh,

' PhlloSOPhy' Robert white, Electrlcai

]_Englneerlng) were app01nted by the
facultyd- o - '

The Chalrman (John Kaplan, Law'

Schosl) was appointed by Lyman,
- Kaplan eatsg lunch at the Faculty

Club:-with Unlverslty Prosecutor

- John Schwartaz.

The three students ( and two
alternates) were chosen at random by
computero_-=~'

9. Thé SJC- alioWed for challenglng panelo
- metibers: for biasy ‘there is: no such o
“provlslon under the CJP..;

Who brlngs oharges agalnst students_'

in. thls new system? E

«*“Vﬁxo;t_ _n_otﬂatlon.

Who hears the charges¢ftﬂ-lrﬂ"

A haarlng offlcer plcked by

hearlng officer is Ms. ILillian
a graduate of . Stanford Law Scho



