
SCHOLARLY WRITING – LAW 510 (001-005) – FALL 2014 

                     Adjunct Professor Joshua Counts Cumby – jcumby@gmu.edu  

Classes will meet periodically on Friday evenings from 6:00 to 7:50 p.m. in Room 121.  

Texts:  Although you are not required to purchase these books, reading them is highly recommended.  The specific portions of the 
books that we will cover in class are included below with the class schedule.  Again, these readings are recommended but not required.  
A limited number of copies of each book are on reserve in the Law Library.  Citations to articles and other materials that may also be 
helpful will be given in class. 

EUGENE VOLOKH, ACADEMIC LEGAL WRITING: LAW REVIEW ARTICLES, STUDENT NOTES, 
SEMINAR PAPERS, AND GETTING ON LAW REVIEW (4th ed. 2010) (“Volokh”). 

ELIZABETH FAJANS & MARY R. FALK, SCHOLARLY WRITING FOR LAW STUDENTS: SEMINAR 
PAPERS, LAW REVIEW NOTES AND LAW REVIEW COMPETITION PAPERS (4th ed. 2011) (“Fajans & 
Falk”). 

Class Date Topic Volokh Fajans & Falk 
September 5 Topics, Preemption, and Research Forward; Introduction; Parts I, II, VIII, and XVIII Chapters 1, 2, and 3 
September 12 Outlining Chapter 4 (Parts A and B) 
September 26 Drafting Parts III through VII and XXVI Chapters 4 (Part C) and 6 
October 24 Editing and Academic Ethics Parts IX through XV, XVII, XIX, and XX Chapters 5 and 7 
November 14 Final Editing and Publication Conclusion; Parts XXIII, XXIV, and Appendix I Chapters 8 and 10 

Attendance:  Under George Mason University School of Law Academic Regulation 4-1.1, “[i]f a student is absent for any reason for 
more than 20 percent of the sessions of a course, the student is not eligible for credit in that course.”  Accordingly, students who miss 
more than one of the five class meetings will not be eligible for course credit. 

Law Librarian Meeting:  Students must e-mail librarianmeeting2014@gmail.com to arrange a meeting with a law librarian to 
discuss their topics, preemption checks, and research.  This meeting must take place on or before Friday, October 24, 2014.  As 
the law librarians’ time is finite and their assistance in most cases is indispensable, students are strongly encouraged to make these 
arrangements early in the semester. 

Office Hours are by appointment.  Please e-mail me or see me before or after class to arrange a time to meet. 

Submissions:  Students must submit all of the following in both .doc and .pdf formats to scholarlywriting2014@gmail.com by 11:59 
p.m. E.S.T. on the dates provided below: (1) topic; (2) preemption check; (3) outline; (4) first draft; (5) second draft; and (6) final 
paper.  To be considered timely, the subject line for each submission e-mail must also be formatted as follows: Last Name, First Name 
- Journal Name [CRLJ, GMLR, JICL, JLEP, or NSLJ] - Submission Type [Topic Selection, Preemption Check, Outline, First Draft, 
Second Draft, or Final Paper].  For example, Mr. George Orwell, a candidate member on the National Security Law Journal, would 
use this subject line for his topic selection submission: Orwell, George - NSLJ - Topic Selection 

Submission Due Date 
Topic September 12 
Preemption Check September 19 
Outline September 26 
First Draft October 10 
Second Draft November 7 
Final Paper January 9 

Grading:  Scholarly Writing is a credit/no credit (“CR/NC”) course.  Under Academic Regulation 4-5, “CR indicates work equivalent 
to a C or better on the A+* through F scale” and “[t]he grade of NC indicates work that falls below the equivalent of a C on the A+* 
through F scale and does not qualify for credit towards the Juris Doctor degree.”  In order to determine whether a student will receive 
credit for the course, I will first assign each final paper a letter grade A through F depending on the student’s understanding of the 
various organizational, structural, stylistic, and analytical concepts that are the substance of the course.  Deductions of 1/3 of a letter 
grade will then be assessed for failure to comply with submission deadlines and other formal and substantive instructions and course 
requirements, which will be comprehensively discussed in class.   

For example, say Mr. Orwell submits a final paper with a thesis that is novel and sound but obvious and not particularly useful (that is, 
his thesis satisfies only two of four criteria we will discuss in class).  The thesis is supported by in-depth, properly attributed research 
and some logical, coherent, original, and persuasive arguments and analysis.  The organization of the paper is good, but the editing is 
sloppy – there is at least one typographical error on each page and one in the title!  Given all this, Mr. Orwell’s paper is assigned a 
letter grade of B -.  Mr. Orwell’s topic selection and his first draft were each a day late (two deductions of 1/3 of a letter grade), and he 
was wholly unprepared for his law librarian meeting (one deduction of 1/3 of a letter grade).  Accordingly, his B - is dropped an entire 
letter grade to a C -.  In this example, Mr. Orwell would receive a grade of “NC.” 


