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OUR HOTTEST BOOK YET!

CDE BLOCK ENCYCLOPEDIA

Theb volume set that covers Lincoln Douglas and value issues like no other series ever published.

- - - - --+4

Each volume is app. 200 pages. Every volume has blocks plus organized evidence groupings.

AUTHORS:
John Wertheim, NFL L. D. Champion, 1991 World Champion, graduate Yale University
Teresa Gonsalves, graduate Harvard Law School
William H. Bennett, coach of three National L. D. champions
Anthony Gonsalves, B. A. Cornell University Engineering

VOLUMES 1-3: Values and Value Objections.

Abortion, academic freedom, advertising, aesthetics, age discrimination, altruism, arms
race, autonomy, bioethics, business, cameras in the courtroom, capitalism, censorship, Chris-
tianity, CIA, civil disobedience, communism, communitarianism, community standards, con-
formity, constitution, core values, crisis, domestic vs. foreign priorities, dignity, disarmament,
discrimination, drugs, economics, growth, education, elitism, equality, family fascism, first
amendment, freedom of expression, government, handicapped, happiness, hedonism, holism,
humanism, human rights, individual rights, individualism, inherent worth, instrumental val-
ues, intrinsic value, just social order, justice knowledge, leisure, love, majority rule and
majoritarianism, minority rights, money/affluence, morality, and much more.

VOLUME 4: Criteria and attacks on Criteria.

Anarchy, authoritarianism, balancing, bioregionalism, burden of proof, categorical im-
perative, cost benefit analysis, decision rules deontology, determinism, duty, rational egoism,
emotivism, environmental ethic, epistomological humility, ethical egoism, faith, feminism,
golden mean, intuitionism, is verses ought, law, means-end, and much more.

VOLUME 5: Philosophers and Attacks on Philosophers.

Adler, Aguinas, Aristotle, Augustine, Austin, Ayer, Bacon, Bentham, Burke, Compte,
Confucius, Dewey, Dworkin, Foucault, Hegel, Hobbes, Hume, Jefferson, Kant, Kierkgaard,
Kohlberg, Locke, Machiavelli, Mainonides, Marx, Maslow, Mill, and more.

This series is more complete than any other option available to you (unless you take thousands of hours to consult
the originals yourself.) App. 1,000 pages of blocks and evidence in strong clean organization waits for you in these
books. Guaranteed.

Any one volume is $47. The entire set is $175. To order use order form on opposite page.




VISIT THE CIDE WEB SITE TODAY!
CDE
P O. BoxZ “ hitp://www.cdedebate.com
Taos, NM 87571

¥ree Lincoln Douglas Blocks
Free CX Case and Blocks

DELIVERED TO YOU ¥ree Internet Links for Extemnp, CX and LD

Sept. 5, 1999 Nov. 5, 1999 Jan. 5, 2000 March 1, 2000

1999 - 2000 NEW]

Lincoln- Douglas

Research Series

CONTENTS of each Set

** 3 different affirmative cases

** 3 different negative cases

**  Extension evidence

&%

Topic analysis

S 49°°

Mail to: CDE, PO. Box Z, Taos N.M. 87571
Ph: (505)751-0514

Fax: (303) 751-9788
Web Site - http://www.cdedebate.com

Name

Mailing Address

e [] Research Series [] L.D. Encyclopedia $175

master charge




NICE AT
THE TOP

When Yol accept important challenges, you need complete
cooperation and the finest.teamion yourside. Otherwise, the
fall to the bottom is quite painful indeed.

For years Paradigm Research has brought you thegreatest
debate research for CX and LD debate, featunng the finest

collegiate debate teams arid expert researchers in America.
We help debate programs of all sizes climb o the top of the
interscholastic debate pyramid - and stay thete.

Our delicate balance of effort, expertise, and an:unmatchad
reputation for achievement helps you and Paradigm become
and stay the very best. The reason we are number orie is
that we help you become number one. It's a feat of amazing
skill - a premier act - the greatest show on earth.

F EAT U MOST COMPLETE SELECTION
R I N Paradigm offers a complete line of research for
for CX and LD debate in print, disk, and video.

Dallas Perkins, Sherry Hall and the debaters of: CALL FOR OUR FREE CATALOG

Paradigm's 1999-2000 catalog is available now.
Call, fax, or email us for your own free copy.

Steve Mancuso and the debaters of:

MICHIGAN PARADIGM e
40)).

Ross Smith and the debaters of: SAMPLES

WAKE FOREST | ™

www.OneParadigm.com

University of kentucky's

ROGER SOLT PARADIGM RESEARCH

Erie Cathedrai Prep’s
P.C. Box 2095 - Denton, TX 76202
STE FAN BAU SCHARD Toll-Free 800-837-9973 Fax 940-380-1129
Texas A&M University's Email service@oneparadigm.com

SCOTT ROBINSON Web www.oneparadigm.com




Wriiam Woobs Tate, Jr., PREsmENT
MORTGOMERY BELL ACaDEMY

4001 HarPING

Nasavitre, TN 37205

PHONE SaME as Fax

615-269-3959

Donus D. RoBERTS
WattrTowN HigH ScHooL
200 - 9m Srxeer NLE.
WatcrToww, SD 57201
Piione: 605-882-6324
Fax: 605-882-6327

HaroLr KELLER
Davesport-West Hion SchooL
3505 W, LocusT St
Daverrorr, A 52804
PHonE: 319-386-3500

Fax: 319-386-5508

GLEDA FErRGUSON

Herrace Hawl Hice Scrcor
1800 N. W. 122nD
Oxianama City, OX 73120
PrONE: 405-749-3033
Fax: 405-751-7372

Frank SFeara, VicE PRESIDENT
MuLLen Higr ScrooL

3601 S. Lowms BLvp
Dewver, CO 80236

Puong: 303-761-1764
Fax: 303-761-0502

Bro. RExE STERNER FSC

La Sarig Cotrens Hior ScHooL
8605 CHELTINHAM AVE
WinpMooRr, PA 19038
ProNE: 215-233-2911

Fax: 215-233-1418

Tep W. BecH

GLEvBROOK NorTH HigH ScHooL
2300 SrerMeR RD
NorTHEROOK, IL 60062
Prowe: 847-509-2648

Fax: 847-509-2676

Roaer BrakniaN
3448 TressMmt Dr
ManHATTAN, KS  66503-2136

PHowe: 785-53%-5163
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7701 N. W, Barry Rp
Kanaas Ciry, MO 64153
Puone: 816-741-4070
Fax: 815-741-8739
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641 E. Raynor
FaverreviLLe, NC 28311

THE ROSTRUM

Official Publication of the National Forensic League
{USPS 471-180) (ISSN 1073-5526)
James M., Copeland
Editor and Publisher
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, Wisconsin 54971-0038
(920) 748-6206
The Rostrum {471-180) is published monthly, except July aud August each school year
by the Natlonal Forensic League, 115 Watson St., Ripon, Wisconsln 54971. Periodical
postage paid at Ripon, Wisconsin 54971. POSTMASTER: send address changes to THE
Rostriem, P.0. Box 38, Ripon, Wisconsin 54971.
SUBSCRIFTION PRICES
Individuals: $10 one year; $15 two ycars. Mcmber Schools §5.00 each additional sub.

ON THE COVER: Lindsay Littlefield, NFL's first female All-
American Nattonal Point Leader.

NEXT MONTH: Lincoln Financial Group L/D Debate issue,
guest editor Minh Lizong.

LINDSAY LITTLEFIELD
NFL'S FIRST FEMALE ALL-AMERICAN POINT LEADER

Two-time NFL All ~American -- Lindsay J. Littlefield -- a 1999 honor
graduate of Shanley High School (ND) is the 1999 NFL National Point Leader.
Lindsay ended her four-year NEL career with 1818 points and becomes the first
young woman o reach NFL's coveted top spet during the years in which All-
Americans have been recognized.

While herself quite modcest about her accomplishments, she has set several
North Dakota state records along the way to her place in the NFL record book. The
following represents her most significant milestones:

She is North Dakota's first four-time qualifier to the National NFL Tourna-
ment, competing in speech events (Originai Oratory: 1996, 1997; Foreign Extemp:
1998, 1999) and Cross Examination debate (1997, 1998, 1999). She won speaker or
gavel awards at all four NFL District Qualifying Congresses.

She holds the record for a number of speech championships won by an
individual since 1904 when speech competitions began in North Dakota. She won
eight ND state individual speech championships and finished as a finalist in years
when she did not win her events. [Original Oratory Champion: 1995,1996, 1998,
1999 (runner-up in 1997); Novice Extemp Speaking Champion: 1995; Varsity
Extemp Speaking Champion: 1997, 1998, 1999 {4th place in 1996)].

Her debate carcer record includes three ND state CX debate titles (Novice:
1995; Varsity: 1998, 1999); and three state CX semi-finalist placings (Novice 1994;
Varsity 1996, 1997).

In student congress, she earned four ND state awards (House IA: Best
Speaker 1995, 1996; Senate: Superior Speaker 1997; Senate: Presiding Officer
1998).

In addition to these honors, she regularly placed at every tournament she
entered, accumulating over 150 individual speaking and debate awards won throughout
her years of competition. As a result of these accomplishments in the state, she was
a four-time qualifier for North Dakota’s All-State Team in Forensics sponsored by
the North Dakota Speeeh and Theatre Association.

At the 50th Anniversary "Fiesta" Invitational held at Watertown, (SD), in
January, 1999, she was one of three people recognized by the tournament committee
-- the only student — for outstanding aceomplishments in forensics. Her distinction
was having competed in five of the 50 "Fiestas" -- the only year she missed was
when a blizzard prompted cancellation of the tournament -- and having won the
Foreign Extemp Speaking event three of the five years she entered.

Lindsay's involvemnent in forensics also reflected her leadership skills. While
participating on Shanley's team, she assisted with a local debate camp for novice
policy debaters, volunteered to judge at loeal novice debate toumaments, helped her
coaches by listening to novice practice rounds, and helped to organize a tournament
to raise funds for a local Rape and Abuse Crisis Center. She was an officer in the
Shanley NFL Chapter, serving from secretary, to VP, to President during her senior
year.

As the 20th Century comes to a close, and while lier forensic career is not yet
a decade in length, her commitment to forensics and her demonstration of consis-
tency in competition has been widely felt in North Dakota and the region. Susan
Anderson, former Chair of the North Dakota Roughrider NFL District remarked at
the NFL Award Ceremony on April 20, 1999: "When Lindsay wins, she wins forall
of North Dakota. As a national point leader in the NFL, she demonstrates the high
quality of forensics in North Dakota

While the national media may bring North Dakota to the attention of the
country only in times of environmental crisis or notoriety related to the movie,
Fargo; when students like Lindsay rise to the top, North Dakotans can proudly say
that there are many more hard-working forensic students where she comes from!

Lindsay currently is debating for Wake Forest University as one of the 1999
Presidential Scholarship winners for Distinguished Achievement in Debate. She is
the daughter of Robert and Kathy Littlefield. She has one brother, Brady, who
finished his 8th grade year at Sullivan Middle School as the NJFL point leader. He
will be a freshman this fall at Shanley High School.

NOVEMBER - DECEMBER LINCOLN FINANCIAL GROUPL/D DEBATE TOPIC

gR: The use of economic sanctions to achieve U.S. Foreign policy goals is moral.

August 15 Septeraber - October
October | November - December

LINCOLN FINANCIAL GROUPL/D TOPIC RELEASE DATES
[TOPIC HOTLINE: (920) 748-1.D4U]

[April 15 National Tournament Topic]

December 1 January-February
February 1 March - April

1999-2000 NFL POLICY DEBATE TOPIC

ER: That the federal governmnent should establish an educatien policy
to significantly increase academic achievement in secondary schoois in the United States.

The Rostrum provides an open forum for the forensic community. The opinions expressed by contributors to the Rostrum are their
own and not necessarily the opinions of the National Forensic League, its officers or members. The National Forensic League does not
recommend or endorse advertised products and services unless offered directly from the NFL office.



SYNOPSIS OF THE PROBLEM AREAS FOR 2000-2001

Electronic Information

Problem Area: What should be the role
of the United States federal governmeni in
the security of electronic information?

Resolution: Reselved: That the United
States federal government should signifi-
cantly increase national critical information
infrastructure security regulation.

Increasingly we are more and mere depen-
dent on the Internet and electronic networks. Criti-
cal information infrastructures (CII) are both
physical and cyber-based systems essential to the
minimum operations of the economy and govern-
ment. The CII includes the systems that control
medical serviees, electric power generation, tele-
communieation, banking and finance, oil and gas
production and other applications, both govem-
ment and private. Because of our reliance on these
infrastructures we have becomc vulnerable to at-
tack from both internal and exlernal sources and
by both groups and individuals. The question posed
by this topie area is what role should the United
States federal government have in regulating and
defending the critical information infrastructures
from both electronic and physieal altack. Possible
affirmative eases may inelude: increasing the role
of the military in protecting the CII, regulating
the dissemination of encryption technology,
changing the laws regarding mntellectual property
rights, and strengthening public/privale coopera-
tion, Negative approaches could include: regula-
tion is bad, freedom of speech issues, limitation of
trade and information exchange, militarization of
the CII, and intellectual property right issues.
There are also strong political and economic is-
sues that accompany the regulation of the CIL

Right of Privacy

Problem Area: How can the right of
privacy best be protected?

Resolution: Resofved: That the United
States federal government shounld signifi-
cantly increase protection of privacy in one
ormore of the following areas: employment,
medical records, consumer information,
search and seizure.

Although the word "privacy" does not ex-
ist in our constitution, the Fourth Amendment
serves as a basis for the discussion of a "right of
privacy" in our country, a right which has bcen
controversial since its ineeplion. However, there
has been an increasing assault on this right as reli-
ance on science, technotogy, and the role of gov-
ernment as proteetor has made it possible to eir-
cumvent traditional protections on privacy and
subject the individual to increasing scrutiny by
government, employers, and the public at large.
Affirmative cases include drug testing in employ-
ment, investigation of job applieants, employer
intrusion inro lifestyle, access to electronie mail,
direct marketing, identity theft, dissemination of
credit reports, regulation of on-line drug stores,
genetic testing, regulation of medieal records dis-
semination to limit insurance availability, Miranda
warning, student rights, search warrants, and DNA
testing for law enforeement purposes. The nega-

tive has a significant amount of ground on this
topic in multiple paradigms. Stoek issue arguments
include a lack of significance of the problem, sol-
vency/workability arguments isolating other means
to get the information, and justification arguments
about the need for the federal government or why
self regulation of business/agencies isn't sufficient.
Inherency arguments include the idea that current
regulations are sufficient to protecl privacy. From
a policy making perspective counterplan ground
exists in the area of state or self-regulation or
counterplanning with a different agent (legisla-
tion or the Supreme Court). Possible disadvan-
tages include economie downturns, business confi-
dence, political arguments (Clinton/Gore/Bush/
Dole), increased crime, court ¢clog, judicial activ-
ism, hollow hope and social movements. Other
negative positions exist within the notion of
"communitarianism," the idea that community
interests outweigh individual rights.

Media Violence

Problem Area: What should be the
United States government role in regulating
violence in the mass media?

Resolution: That the United States federal
government should establish a comprehensive
policy regulating violence in the mass media.

Perhaps no singular event has done more
to focus our nation's attention on the pervasive-
ness of violence in the inedia than the tragic deaths
at Columbine High School in Littleton, Colorado.
While there is no definitive answer that would
explain why lwo young men spent nearly a year
planning and then exeeuling a massacre of their
clagsmales, it 15 clear thal these two as well as
other teens like Miehael Carneal, the shooter in
the Paducah, Kentucky, school killings, were
clearly influenced by images in the mass media.
Our culture is inundaled by images of violence,
whether the nightly news slogan of "If it bleeds, it
leads," (he graphie and unrelenting violence pre-
sented in such popular movies as Narural Born
Killers, or the increasingly realistie and gratuitous
violenee in children's video games. Affirmatives
debating this topic area might institute elearer rat-
ing sysiems for violent content, restrict violent
television to eertain hours, reduce ehildren's ac-
cess to violent programnung, or any of a variety
of other options thal might reduce cither the over-
ali level of media violence to which our society is
exposed or limit who may be exposed 1o that vio-
lenee. Negatives might choose to examine the
causes of violence in society, the disadvantages
associated with limiting an individual's right to view
any programming, the media's right to produee its
product without censorship, or which agent is best
equipped to deal with these issues.

Access to Genetic Information
Problem Area: Should the United
States federal government regulate access to
human genetic information?
Resolution: Resolved: That the United
States federal government should establish
a comprehensive policy regulating access to

human genetic information.

Access to an individual's genetic informa-
tion is increasingly sought by law enforcement
agencies, insurance companies, employers, and
even individuals. For the first time in history, the
human genetic code is available. When and how
this most personal information can be accessed is
only now being recognized as an issue of tremen-
dous importance. How this information will be
regulated in the public policy arena is thus a timely
issue. Areas open for debate might include: when
and how the police can take a DNA sample from
an arrested individual; whether and under what con-
ditions an insurance company or employer can
demand a DNA sample; when and if an individual
should be informed of a potential genetic prob-
lem. Negative areas inciude the state interest in
improving the method of tracking and identifying
people who conunit crimes; the corporate inter-
est in determining if an individual may be predis-
posed to certain traits; an insurance company's
right to know if an individual is predisposed to
certain illnesses. Whether the federaf govermnent
should be the agent of change may also be a nega-
tive argument.

Election Reform

Problem Area: How should the federal
election process best be reformed?

Resolution: Resolved: That the United
States federal government should signifi-
cantly reform the federal election system in
one or more of the following areas: cam-
paign finance, terin limits, voler registration,
Congressional districting, Electoral College.

The federal eleetion in November 2000 will
occur mid-way through the 2000-2001 debate sea-
son. This event assures media attention to a vari-
ety of election reform issues. Affirmatives could
advocate {among others) the following: restric-
tions on, or bans of, independent expenditures,
foreign contributions, issue advocacy, politieal ac-
tion eommittees, "soft" money; enforcement of
current laws; Federal Election Commission reform;
mandatory debates (making public funding condi-
tional upon a willingness to debate); imposition or
abolition of term fimits; lifting restrietions on voter
registration; drawing Congressional district lines
to create demographieally-similar voting regions;
and abolishing the Electoral College. Examples of
negative arguments inelude the following: politi-
cal speceh should be unencumbered by campaign
finance resirietions; voters should choose the best
candidates without respect to term limits; lifliing
restrictions on voter registrations may egntribute
to vote fraud; time-lested Constitutional provi-
sions (such as the Electoral College) should re-
main unchanged; and allowing creative drawing of
Congressional districts may disguise a politieal
agenda and cause a return to the gerrymandering
of distriets.




N BALLOT FOR POLICY DEBATE TOPIC SELECTION
F

Proposed Topic Areas and Resolutions for 2000-2001

Rank the topic areas 1 (best) through 5. The two areas receiving the lowest totals will be
placed on the second ballot to select the 2000-2001 debate topic.

ELECTRONIC INFORMATION

Resolved: That the United States federal government should significantly increase
national critical information infrastructure security regulation.

RIGHT OF PRIVACY

Resolved: That the United States federal government should significantly increase
protection of privacy in one or more of the following areas: employment, medical
records, consumer information, search and seizure.

MEDIA VIOLENCE

Resolved: That the United States federal povernment should establish a compre-
hensive policy regulating violence in the mass media.

ACCESS TOGENETIC INFORMATION

Resolved: That the United States federal government should establish a compre-
hensive policy regulating access to human genetic information.

ELECTION REFORM

Resolved: That the United States {ederal government should significantly reform
the federal election system in one or more of the following areas: campaign finance,
termn limits, voter registration, Congressional districting, Electoral College.

COACH SIGNATURE SCHOOL NAME STATE

Mail ballot no later than October 15, 1999 to:

National Forensic League
P.O. Box 38
Ripon, WI 54971-0038
- Or -
FAX no later than October 19, 1999 to;
NFL, 920-748-9478



THE BAYLOR BRIEFS

Announces the 1999-2000 Policy Publications

BAYLOR BRIEFS: Changing United States Secondary
Education Policy

COMPLETE AFFIRMATIVE CASES CONTENTS INCLUDE

* First affirmative outlines of several affirmative cases * Conceptual framework of analysis of the 1999-2000
complete with evidence. Second affirmative briefs High School Debate topic.
complete with evidence and arguments to answer * Over 1,500 pieces of evidence from hard-to-find
antictpated negative arguments. sources (no Time, Newsweek, etc.).

» Evidenced answers to anticipated plan attacks. * Comprehensive index to all extension evidence.

COMPREHENSIVE NEGATIVE BRIEFS WHY THE BAYLOR BRIEFS?

* Briefs of first negative arguments against a variety of ~ ® The next best thing to attending a good summer
potential cases complete with evidence on the briefs. workshop. The Baylor Briefs are an excellent

* Completely developed disadvantages and plan-meet - method for learning independent analysis and case
need arguments against a variety of cases... evidence construction skills.

on the briefs.

NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS: United States Secondary Education Policy

B Vol. I.  Studies on the Harms of United States Secondary Education Policy

B Vol. II: Current United States Programs to Improve Academic Achievement in
United States Secondary Schools

B Vol. III: Topicality of Changes in United States Secondary Education Policy

W Vol. IV: Generic Disadvantages to Changing United States Secondary Education Policy

NEGATIVE'S BEST TOOL WHY THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS?

» Complex empirical studies made easy to understand  ® The entire research staff is composed of National
and actually use in debate rounds, Champion debaters. America's finest research

* A complete index to the evidence in each volume. libraries are utilized.

» All evidence on one side of the page; guaranteed to * Winning Debates. The casebooks cover almost every
fit on 3"x5" cards. potential negative strategy. The effects of "Squirrel

* Evidence conforms to NFL recommended standards. Cases” are minimized.

® Recent evidence, none before 1997,

PLEASE SEND ME

___ Copies of THE BAYLOR BRIEFS THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS: Individual Volumes
1-10 copies $24.95 each MW 11 or more $16.95 each Copies of Volume 1 ac $11.95 per copy

___ Copies of Volume Il at $11.95 per copy
___ Copies of THE NEGATIVE CASEBOOKS . Vol m -
Complete Four-volume set - ___ Copies of Volume 1l at $11.95 per copy

1-3sets $39.95 W 4 sets or more $30.00 Copies of Volume 1V at $11.95 per copy

NAME SCHOOL
ADDRESS CcITy STATE ZIP
TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED™ SEND MY ORDER VIA SPECIAL HANDLNG?2** Yes_ No___

*We cannot accept checks mode payobie to Baytar University. Credit extended to educational institutians and libraries only upan receipt of a volid purchese order.
**SPECIAL HANDLING: Sent Priority Meil or U.P.S. 1- 5 books $10.00 * 6- 10 books $15.00 « 11 or more books $20.00

Make Checks Payable 1o THE BAYLOR BRIEFS P.O. Box 63856 B Waco, Texas 76706




THE BAYLOR BRIEFS

Has the Perfect Combination for Lincoln-Douglas Debate

THE VALUE DEBATE HANDBOOK

— Completely Revised in 1997 -
The Value Debate Handbook is the most popular textbook for Lincoln-Douglas debate. 1t provides a simple system
foranalyzing Lincoln-Douglas debate topics. It provides fully evidenced briefs on significant American valuesin easy,
ready-to-use form. The Value Debate Handbook shows how to LINK the briefs to any of a wide variety of debate topics.

New Features
M Expanded discussion of the meaning and relationship
between Values and Criteria with special emphasis on
how to argue for and against ideologically derived
values like justice, legitimacy, the Social Contract, etc.

B The addition of new non-Western philosophers whose
values and worldviews conflict with and oppose those of

most European and American philosophers

B New chapters on affirmative and negative case
construction, refutaton, and rebuttals

B Revised formatanddiscussion of how to use philosophers

in actual debates

B A comprehensive glossary of L-D concepts and terms,
essential for beginning debaters.

W A reading list for exploring various values and criteria

Special Features
B Complex value conflicts made easy to understand and
use in debate rounds.

B Criteria for evaluating value choices.

B Evidence with full citations.

B Philosophers made easy to understand.
M Two Complete annotated L-D debates.

Crders received by May 25th are guaranieed June 12 shipment. MAILNG: We mail all orders either Librory or Fourth Class Book Rote. Allow 2-3 weeks for delivery,
All cash orders shinped free. Charged arders will be billed for postege and hondling. Want Quicker Service? With Specio! Hendling, usuel delivery time is 3 to 5 days.

THE 1999-2000 N.F.L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
RESEARCH SERIES

B A complete publication on each of the four official N.F.L,,
Lincoln-Douglas Debate Topics. Most major high school
tournaments use the N.F.L. topic in their L-D contests.

B Complete value analysis of each proposition.

B Lverything you need to debate each of the N.F.L. Lincoln-
Douglas topics in complete ready-to-use form.

B Supplements the Value Debate Handbook with specific

explanations about how to use the Value Debate Handbook

on each of the official N.F.L. topics.

Contents of Each Publication
W Analysis of each topic.

. M Sample affirmative and negative case outlines with evidence

and analysis.
B Rebuttal and refutation guides and briefs.
W Fully indexed affirmative and negative evidence on
each topac.
B PUBLICATIONS DELIVERED TO YOU BY:
1999 - September 1 and November 1
2000 - January 1 and March 1

For Texas Schools

THE U.l.L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS RESEARCH SERIES

Copies of THE VALUE DEBATE HANDBOOK
1-10 copies $25.95 each (11 or more $18.95 each)

NAME

SCHOCL ADDRESS

Copies of THE N.F,L. LINCOLN-DOUGLAS DEBATE
REEEARCH SERIES: Subscripton price: $79.95

CCE)Bies of THE TEXAS U.l.L LINCOLN-DOUGLAS
DEBATE RESEARCH SERIES: Subscription price: $59.95

aImy

STATE ZIP

TOTAL AMCUNT ENCLOSED* SEND MY ORDER VIA SPECIAL HANDLING2** Yes __ No__

*We cannot cccept checks made poycble 1o Baylor University. Credit extended to educational institutiens and libraries only upen receipt of o volid purchase crder.
**SPECIAL HANDUNG: Sent Pricrity Moil or U.P.S. 1 - 5 books $10.00 » 6 .10 books $15.00 ¢ 11 ar more backs $2¢.00

Maoke Checks Payable to: THE BAYLOR BRIEFS P.O. Box 6386 M Waco, Texas 76706



Research
and Analysis

That You Can
Use!

mulation of NCPA studies.

Idea House

The National Center for Policy Analysis has assembled valuable information on “Federal
Policy Towards Secondary Education” and other timely topics critical for high school debaters.

|

NCPA information on the 1999 - 2000 topic
covers such areas as:

1999- 2000 Topic Resolution
The Federal Role in Education
State and Local Control of Education
Fact File on Education

State Boards of Education
Framing the Debate
Educational Reform
Educational Choice
Educational Standards

Student Performance

Aid to Poor Children - Title I
Educational Spending
Affirmative Argument
Negative Argument

NCPA’s High School Debate section contains research and analysis of major issues debated in
high schools nationwide. This site is well organized, providing easy access and rapid data
retrieval. The site is ideal for beginners as well as experts.

NCPA’s approach to the Internet is unique. The NCPA site is also linked to the sites of re-
search institutes worldwide so viewers can readily access the best materials available on policy
issues. The NCPA’s web site represents one-stop shopping for policy research, not just an accu-
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It seems perfectly clear that a very
real change in the nature of the affirmative
proposal or plan has occurred in the last
few years. In contrast to days of yore, affir-
mative policy proposals are today, more of-
ten than not, bereft of any logistics, any
reasonable mechanism for implementation,
and any explanation regarding the policy
actors who will be involved. The plan might
mention how the proposal is to be paid for,
However, undoubtedly this constitutes
more of a plan spike than an illumination
about policy. Then contemporary debaters
will conclude the plan presentation with
something about how counterplans should
be presented in full text, or about how fu-
ture affirmative speeches will clarify intent.
Both of these are anti-intellectnal debate
constructs which inform no one about how
the plan operates. This affirmative practice
is becoming s0 common that one rarely hears
awell-developed and articulate plan. Poorly
developed and inarticulate ptoposals for
change do not serve the best interests of
debate, or those of the student participant.
They diminish our policy focus and our cred-
ibility to the larger constituency.

Early this season, a fine Georgia
school ran a one sentence plan that resolved
the Russian prostitution problem by send-
ing 100, 000 U. S. military personnel to Rus-
sia. That was it! No additional information
was forthcoming. Nothing about what they
would do while in Russia, where they would
stay, who they would report to, or how U.S.
Army men and wornen would be able to ren-
der meaningful assistance given the fact
they don’t speak the language, and would
be seriously unbalanced patrolling the

THE DECLINE OF AFFIRMATIVE PLAN
CONSTRUCTION:
A SOURCE OF CONCERN IN CONTEMPORARY
' DEBATE

streets of a foreign land. The affirmative then
presented some amorphous solvency evi-
dence that suggested that U.S. help was
necessary in dealing with the scourge of
Russian prostitution. Then, of course, the
advantage that is attained by having
clamped down on Russian prostitution is
compellingly offered. After the 1 AC, 1 sat
back awaiting the barrage from the nega-
tive that would surely be oriented toward
demonstrating the fundamental foolishness
of the idea. The cross- examining 2N did
ask a question that implied that he was not
altogether comfortable with the plan mecha-
nism. But when he was told to just read the
‘something’ evidence, he backed off. To my
chagrin, the 1 NC then rose to indicate she
has problems with topicality. Additionally,
as memory serves, she proclaimed her in-
tent to offer an observation suggesting Nor-
way could better deal with the problem, and
also that the affirmative will create a Clinton
popularity disaster of epic and global pro-
portions, My heart sank. These are two in-
telligent young people on the negative.
Surely they see how nonsensical the plan
1s. Or even if it makes some sense, how ill-
defined and poorly articulated it most obvi-
ously is. Any credible indictment should
result in an absolute take out of solvency
given that the plan is the foundation on
which the solvency and advantages de-
pend. Butno challenge is forthcoming and,
alas, the debate boiled down to whether
President Clinton becomes popular enough
to do something stupid.

‘When my debate career began some
15 years ago, plans were reasonably intelli-
gent and relatively detailed proposals for

Kenneth P. Grodd )

change. That was considered necessary in
order for the affirmative to be regarded as
prima facie. There existed certain criteria
for the presentation of the proposal. In fact,
fiat demanded some specificity. The word
*should’ could not be actualized without a
reasonably detailed plan. There seemed to
be an implicit deal. The affirmative devel-
oped an intelligent and detailed proposal in
exchange for the right of figt, which allowed
the affirmative not to have to defend nega-
tive workability or circumvention argu-
ments. Not any more. These days fiaf exists
even when there is almost nothing to fiat.
In the prostitution case cited earlier, noth-
ing credible exists post-plan, yet the affir-
mative gets the full rights of assumed imple-
mentation. This in effect is the right to fiat
solvency. No wonder the affirmative wins
as much as it does. What must be under-
stood is that there is an undeniable differ-
ence between an idea and a policy proposal.
An idea should not cormmand fiat, a policy
proposal should. Clearly the Russian pros-
titution case cited above is just an idea. To
elevate it to policy credibility is a titanic leap
of faith, if not a total suspension of coher-
ent thought.

The question naturally arises as to
why affirmatives should present a well-de-
veloped plan when they can easily win with-
out one. This is a perfectly reasonable ques-
tion from a debate standpoint, but it cer-
tainly raises larger concerns regarding the
direction of our activity. It's probably not
too bold to say that in nine out of ten policy
rounds, plans are offered that have no pos-
sibility of accruing the advantages. The
plans are so vague and unspecific that any-
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one outside of our activity would dismiss
them as both non- implementable and non-
credible. But debaters are not tone deaf.
They sense what works and what does not.
They don’t present poorly and simplistically
writtent plans because they are just instinc-
tively inclined to do so. But rather because
it doesn’t hurt their ability to win rounds.
So many judges have such low demands
regarding plan construction, yet such high
demands regarding nuciear catastrophes
and body counts. Most college students
judging high school rounds could care less
about the plan as long as something is of-
fered. If judges do not shift some focus to
the plan itself, and are unwilling to assess
the reasonable impact of it, then no debater
will risk the time necessary to present a de-
tailed plan. Thus the recommendation of-
fered below may represent a moot point.
Certainly absent negative argumentation, a
critic should not unilaterally dismiss even
the most thoughtless plan. But if we, as
judges and coaches, consider oursclves
thoughtful assessors of policy, then we
should be true to that description and re-
ward negative debaters who dare to ques-
tion the conncection between the plan and
the implications. If we look critically at fiat
as being a construct to be eammed rather than
simply being bestowed, plans will inevita-
bly become more sophisticated.

Imagine that proposals for change
were suddenly thoughtful and carefully
constructed. Certain obvious effects come
to mind. Initially, it would clearly add intel-
lectual credibility to policy debatc. If policy
debate is to be about policy, then the policy
has to be rational to the critic or observer,
who should demand nothing less, Think-
ing individuals outside our activity would
view our current proposals for change as
silly if not insulting, They might immedi-
ately discern that no reasonable personina
policy-making position would view the pro-
posal as anything more than the simplistic
thrashings of an under-informed and angry
citizen. What other conclusion would they
draw from the prostitution case cited ear-
lier? Secondly, the well-explained and care-
fully constructed plans would allow the
debate over solvency to be informed and
specific. In contemporary debate, solvency
is argued so generically, that negatives usu-
ally ask the critic to flow it separately. This
reveals clearly that the argument, perhaps
too generous a term, has nothing really to
do with what solvency should have to do
with, the connection between the proposal
and the rcsolutional goal. Quite an offense

to propriety, the negative may term the sol-
vency position as a ‘dump’. The vulgarity
of the term highlights the obligatory and
non-substantive nature of the argument.
With better developed plans, and critics who
will demand reasonable specificity, solvency
will become a credible issue and have the
effect of illuminating the search for truth
rather than bypassing it. Thirdly, the well-
developed and thoughtful plans would bet-
ter prepare the student competitor for other
challenges in life. Imagine the results that
would inevitably occur in business, educa-
tion, the military, or government from former
student debaters proposing change in the
manner performed in a debate round. If our
debaters our led to believe that these sim-
plistic proposals are routinely accepted,
then they are led i the wrong direction.
Demanding a multi-planked plan that has
intellectual and policy credibility sends pre-
cisely the right message and empowers our
students rather than handicapping them.

So what elements should a proposal
have in order to eam the right of fiar.

It would appear that the reasonable
plan should contain most of the following
elements:

First, what agency of government

is reasomnable for plan implemen-
tation? Ideally that agency should have ex-
perience and expertise in the area. If a sub-
agency within the department is really in
physical charge of implementation, then that
sub-agency should be identified. If an
agency or board is to be created, then a
fuller explanation of its functions and make-
up are required,
econd, the process of policy
implementation should be articu-
lated. How exactly will the agency conduct
the policy? Who will be the actors on the
scene? What will they actually be doing?
How might they deal with contingencies
and natural obstacles that may present them-
selves when a policy is being implemented?
hird, what will be the penalty for
noncompliance? Gur pluralistic
society fails to justroll aver for government
action. Resistance and outright defiance
often occur. And they do not emerge just
from the citizenty, but from other agencies.
How will the affirmative structure compel
compliance with what might constitute sig-
nificant changes in society and public
policy? Some clarification seems essential
to the plan’s policy credibility, and of course
the plan’s solvency requirement.
ourth, how will the costs bé pro-
Fvided for specifically? The cur-

rent budget agreement in Washington de-
mand offsets for any new spending pro-
grams, What programs will be offset? Or if
taxes are to be raised, what taxes and how
much? The current debate practice of occa-
sionally saying ‘normal means’ means ab-
solutely nothing except that the money is
attamed constitutionally.

Fif th and last, what will be the du-

ration of plan? Most policy pro-
posals set a time limit, or at least can posit
an estimation of the time involved. Simply
saying that the policy will be in effect as
long as it takes is enough reason to sug-
gest something is wrong with the basic con-
cept behind the proposal, unless of course,
the proposal represents a permanent
change in policy, which should alse be
stated.

This list is not meant to be all-inclu-
sive. The nature of the plan should dictate
many of the logistics. Certainly the more
ambitious the plan, the higher the burden

of specificity.

As a coach who worrics about the
direction of the activity we all care so much
about, I can’t help but conclude that a rc-
turn to a real policy focus is critical to our
survival. Other contributions to this maga-
zine have highlighted other concerns such
as the absence of any inherency debate,
the demise of an effective public speaking
component to debate, and my own contri-
bution regarding the diminished contribu-
tion of the 1 NC. We need to take a step
back and acknowledge what so many ofus
know is true. That is that we are thickening
the walls between our activity and our natu-
ral constituency. Unless we relink ourselves
with the citizenry, we have reason to fear
for the future. If we can’t proudly display
our craft to various groups in society, if we
respond to criticism with scorn for our crit-
ics, and if we assume that society simply is
not sophisticated enough to appreciate our
current conventions, we are in trouble. We
can change without losing an analytical fo-
cus, We can gain the broader constituency
necessary for survival. But to do this, we
tmust honor ourrole as illuminators of policy.
We can be so much more, but we certainly
should be no less.

{Kenneth P. Grodd is Director of Debate
at St. Pius X Catholic High School in
Georgia)

-_————]W]} e



Let your students

do the talking.

Developing Critical Thinking

The
Speaking/Listening

Developing Connection

Critical Virginia O'Keefe
'[‘hi"[qing Former Debate
' and Forensics Coach

Foreword by
Jeff Golub

This is a usetul tool
Virdhils (Veele for classroom teach-
Artastihe iyt ers who wish to raise
. literacy standards for
all their students and
prepare them for participation in an
information society that demands literacy
in all four modes of language: reading,
writing, speaking, and listening.

0-86709-491-5/ 1999 / 97pp / Paper / §12.00

To order your copy,

call 800-793-2154, fax 800-847-0938, or
write: Heinemann, 88 Post Road West,
P.O. Box 5007, Westport, CT 06881

Heinemann

BOYNTON/COOK

Receive a 10% discount
when you order online:

www.boyntoncook.com




12

-~ 1999 Topic Analysis --

STANDARDIZED TESTING:
POOR MEASURE OF ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT

One issue in the new topic will be test-
ing. Let's examine three problems of stan-
dardized testing, with examples that should
help the student understand the difficulty
of making a perfect test.

If asked "are standardized tests good
or bad?" 1 feel confident most Americans
would respond "bad.” But if you stop to
ask "Why?" there will be a long pause. Ev-
eryone knows they are bad, it is just tough
putting it in words. That's why 1 am here, 1
think, This is a difficult subject to grasp, 1
hope everyone has just gotten up from a
restful nap prior to reading this section.
Surprising as it may seem, this section cov-
ers the same material as 1 use in the first
portion of an advanced class in statistics.
Please do not change the channel. You will
not need a calculator for this portton. But
you will need your brain.

We first need to step back and as-
sess what we are doing. By giving tests to
students, we are trying to see how intelli-
gent (smart, academic, etc.) they are. But
can we measure intelligence? Not really.
People do not have Teletubby monitors in
the back of their heads, where we can sim-
ply stand behind a person and read their
"Intelligence level." Besides, I hear those
things make you gay. We cannot measure
an abstract notion like intelligence. We can
only measure and observe indicators of that
concept, such as how many correct answers
you get on a test. Measuring intelligence
by computing test scores is similar to look-
ing at a shadow in order to guess the height
of the object that made the shadow. Look-
ing directly at the object would be best, but
itis not always possible. So, to, is it impos-
sible to measure human traits like intelli-
gence directly. We need some observable
way to capture intelligence and objectively
quantify it so that it can be compared. The
two criteria for a good measure are consis-
tency and similarity. Both are common criti-
cisms of standardized tests.

Consistency

Consistency is the idea that a mea-
surement should be consistent over time
and should measure the same regardless of
who is monitoring the measurement. Take
your weight. How do we measure weight?

by Marty Ludlum

We use a standard unit of measurement, a
pound, which does not change over time.
By using that standard unit of measurement,
we can compare your weight from day to
day, from year to year, and compare your
weight with another person's weight. It is
also consistent in that whoever looks at the
scale, a ten pound weight should weigh ten
pounds. Weight in pounds is a very con-
sistent measurement both over time and
between other persons.

In contrast, let's discuss height. Ev-
eryone remembers the story of Goliath from
the Bible. (I am sure that several of our read-
ers have fainted seeing me mention Bible
passages, but for those who remain con-
scious, I continue). Goliath measured six
cubits and a span. What are those? A cubit
is a measure from a man's elbow to the tip of
his fingers. I could measure your height in
cubits and compare that to another person's
height. But a person with short arms is go-
ing to measure a cubit much shorter than
my cubit. That means that a cubit is not a
very consistent measure when used by dif-
ferent people, as different people have dif-
ferent measures for cubits.

Further, a cubit will change over time.
If I measured the exterior of the White House
when [ was ten (via cubits) and measure it
now, the measurement will change. This is
not because the White House has changed
in size, it is because my arms are bigger than
when I was ten, so the size of my cubit is
larger. This means that a cubit is a very in-
consistent measure over time. As a result
of a cubit being inconsistent between per-
sons and inconsistent over time, it should
not be used. It will not accurately measure
height in any way that can be used and com-
pared.

As a result, any measurement with
cubits is really meaningless. While you can
take these measurements and do averages
and all types of fancy statistics upon them,
the results are still not accurate, since the
measurements are not consistent.

What would be a good academic anal-
ogy? How about essays? One teacher may
hate it, and another may love it. Clearly es-
says are very subjectively graded, which
means they are inconsistent measures of

your intelligence. In fact, when 1 was in law
school three students submitted the identi-
cal writing project. However, to everyone's
surprise, the three identical papers got three
different grades. One gotan A, one gota B,
and another gota C, all from the same exact
project. Obviously, the grading methods of
writing projects are not consistent,
Similarity

Similarity means that what is being
tested 1s similar to what concept is being
measured. That is an awfully abstract defi-
nition. I hope it is easier to understand in an
example, let's say instead of written tests,
we are going to use a new measure of intel-
ligence: the circumference of your skull.
Since your brain sits inside your skull, a
larger skull allows for a larger brain. A larger
brain hopefully means more intelligence. So
we get out a tape measure and measure the
slull size of every person in class. If we
measure the skulls in inches, the measure-
ment will be very consistent, so that we can
compare your skull size to other persons
and to your own size over time. We can de-
velop average skull sizes, and a host of other
statistics. But does this measure intelli-
gence? No. Skull size lacks similarity with
wmtelligence.

Do standardized academic tests show
similarity with intelligence? Do standardized
tests really reflect practical information?
Some yes, other are laughable. For example,
much of the higher math has application
only in higher math. I can remember the end-
less hours spent bisecting isosceles tri-
angles in math/geometry class. Apparently
this was an irnportant skill. The math teacher
warned us how important this task was to
our future. Well, T have four college degrees,
and have been in professional Life for a de-
cade, and 1 can tell you I never used that
skill once I'left high school math. Not once.
Frankly, Thave never heard of anyone need-
ing or using that skill. I guess none of my
foends and associates are making a living
attending high school math class.

I am not trying to pick on math class,
at Jeast no more than is necessary. There
are those excesses in all the subjects of the
standardized tests. English, math, science,
(Ludlum to page 21}
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Jessica Balley
1693 points

Brian Shephard
1676 points
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Lindsay J. Littlefield
1818 points
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(No photograph was furnished by Edward K. Sebelius
Matthew Brennan, 1674 points) 1673 points
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NFL'S LEADING STUDENTS
NFL ALL AMERICANS

Lindsay Littlefield ............. e Fargo-Shanley HS, ND ......cccooniiminneninnecnan, errenemrerar s 1818
Jessica Bailey..........cverrinmmicnnisinniiinn wvereneer APPle Valley HS, MN s S 1693
Brian Shephard .......cccovcerer i Watertown HS, SD.................. retrsaseraereaaeaarrans et 1676
Matthew Brennan.........ccceeneeennn S R lona Prep SChoo], NY .. crncererereren e sennneeees 1674
Edward K. Sebelius ...........cccooniimrenciciiinnnnnn Topeka HS, KS ... ne e winsrereenns. 1673
Laura Swanson .......ccceeeees reeenrenas heereresvsseeanvereevererenreennen Sioux Falls-Washington HS, SD.................... eerrerersresrreereses 1624
Srikanth Reddy ..o, frreveranrrreana e renrasnns Appleton East HS, Wl ..o, 1623
(7= 1o 1= 04+ T+ )OO Neosho HS, MO ... e ee e eeeeee ermnrenenrenns 1610
Joey Bradley..................... v e Nevada HS, MO ..., N 1610
Gabe Rosenberg ....ccccccevveenineenvanicnnennns rrerermnnrrrenen ... Brebeuf Jesuit HS, IN ... eeerrr e eeven e s .. 1578
Travis Stanton ... s Watertown HS, SD ..ot senes 1576
Joe Shapiro ........ccc..... hevbebestertereeemsssssneiessestassiesssmssranaes Beaverton HS, OR ...t rrsena e an e 1567
Kathleen Curtis ........cccceevenveenrecanns retverenbi e wreeeenees FArgo-Shanley HS, ND ........oicccver e ceeeee vevenes 1567
o B T o U Marquette HS, MO .......coco i et 1563
Michelle Tornberg ............... bt erraeees e e Beresford HS, SD ..., ererseren 1558
Meredith Deaton ......ccccoovviieiiricvinrinn s e rencs v rressarerenns Sapulpa HS, OK...iiiiier i s st snn e ssessne s smeeas . 1554
Mat Marr ... ..o e recn s s e s s res s e s rannsnnnnas AShlaNd HS, OR ... e esssser s rsr s nanae e raen s e 1528
Eleni Tsolakis ....cc..ccovvvvvannnnn. et Ererenrassantrar b rraannnrnin Springfield-Parkview HS, MO ..o 1515
Trisha Cole......coen-r irertremneriarrreeerasvarsevetatenrrranrararannaaiarans ANdover HS, KS ... vt ee s e v ensene e v 1513
Adam J. Obley ..o s Topeka HS, KS ... eeerri e 1512
Catherine R. Bell ... e, Field Kindley HS, KS.......ci e e 1506
Neil Rhodes ... eeneresscs e sessrnenans Farmington HS, NM .......ccococvveviicivnenees feeetehrerernareaerreraennsnnen 1504
David Ferguson ........... e Galt HS, CA ....coiiri ettt s . 1501
Doug Earl ... nnninens vorerrcsenssrmenne AMATIO HS, TX oo rene e e e 1480
Bryan D. PerKins .....cccoiiiiiiirecer e North Kansas City HS, MO ..........ccceiviiiians b 1480
POINT LEADERS
Joshua Hedrick, Carrollton HS, MO ..o 1477  Charu Gupta, Midland-Lee HS, TX .o
Joshua A. Deahl, Mountain View HS, AZ ........... ... 1477 David Del Papa Butkiewicz, Stockdale HS, CA ...
Matthew Brooker, Blue Springs HS, MO ............. 1476  Jim Fowler, Mankato-West HS, MN ........
David Nagel, Evansville-Reitz HS, IN ................... 1473 Michael Osofsky, Newman School, LA
Rajit Marwah, Alief-Hastings HS, TX .. .... 1473  Elizabeth Richardson, Hutchinson HS, KS ..........
Jon Maore, Canon City HS, CO oo 1472  Nathan Peterson, Beresford HS, SD ... e
Matthew Nirider, Cascia Hall Prep, OK ..., 1466  Justin Krypel, Eagan HS, MN .. s
Jason Fernandez, Tampa-Jesuit HS, FL ... 1465 Lucas Kline, Blacksburg HS, VA .
Ryan D. Weltz, Andaver HS, KS ............... ... 1465  David Coates, Eagan HS, MN ..........ccoeciiveiniinne.
Rikesh Patel, Midland-Lee HS, TX i isnie e sectvin e 1459  Travis Ausland, Sioux Falls-Roosevelt HS, SD ..........
Allison Harvey, Odessa-Permian HS, TX ..o 1459  Meredilh Schnug, Shawnee Mission South HS, KS 1368
Jesse Matson, Moorhead HS, MN ... 1455  John Ross, Cox HS, VA ... ..... 1368
Joe Williams, Cypress Falls HS, TX oo 1444  Gina L. Kramer, Wahlert HS, [A ... ..o 1367
Joe Jarvis, Shawnee Mission Northwest HS, KS ... 1441 Sarah Bennett, Kickapoo HS, MO ... 1366
Jason Kander, Bishop Miege HS, KS ..o, Rick Cofer, Plano Sr. HS, TX ...
Brad Simmons, Bellarmine College Prep, CA Justin Meier, Salina-Central HS, KS ...
Travis Bradshaw, El Dorado HS, KS ... eni i Val Rogotzke Watertown HS, SD ........ooiiiiii e 1361
Andrew Rothschild, Cypress Creek HS, TX ..o, 1435  Trevor Schmidt, Chadron HS, NE .........ooi v iensine e 1360
Anna Vaillancourt, Thornton Academy, ME ..........ocoee e 1426  Andy Thomas, Springfield-Hillcrest HS, MO ... 1359
Kristin Wilde, Wateriown HS, SD ... 1424  Laura Fangman, Sitver Lake HS, KS ... 1358
Robert Norfleet, North Kansas City HS, MO ..o 1422  Beena Koshy, Apple Valley HS, MN ... 1355
Ben Krupicka, Canby HS, OR .........cccoieenin, ..... 1422  Christopher Castillo, San Antonio-Madison HS, TX ... 1355
Austen Irrobali, Andress HS, TX oo cveevaars s ene v rene 1422  Steve Thornton, Haven HS, KS ... 1353
William Viestenz, Fargo-Shanley HS, ND ..o civciinnninininenn 1417 Anne Twitty, Springfield-Glendale HS, MO ..o, 1353
Paul Wenzel, Chaminade HS, NY .............. .. 1415 Jeffery Davidson, Reno HS, NV _................ 1353
Eric Taubel, Gainesville HS, GA ... 1414  Justin Herndon, Newman Smith HS, TX .... 1352
Nichole Brown, Austin HS, MN ... s e 1412 Aaron Duncan, Lincoln-East HS, NE ... e 1351
Benjamin R, Straus, Topeka HS, KS ... et 1409  Arshad Hasan, Red River HS, ND L. 1351
Kevin Staudt, lona Prep School, KY _..... ..... 1406  Tom Nolin, Redlands HS, CA ..o verenns 1350
Benjamin Thelen, McClintock HS, AZ ... i 1405  Abraham Adams, Eagle PointHS, OR ..o 1349
Rebecca Ozeroff, Gresham-Barlow HS, OR .........ccoveiiiiieciens 1404  Sean Ploof, Watertown HS, SD ..o 1346
Michelle Graham, Hays HS, TX .....ccovecveveeenne Eric Mayans, Odessa-Permian HS, TX ... i 1346
Kyle Debeer, Casper-Kelly Walsh HS, WY .. Nathan Marcusen, Richardton-Taylor HS, ND ..o 1345
Maft Dunn, Lee Counly HS, GA ................... Angela Willms, Brookings HS, 8D ..., 1342
Nathan Correll, Springfield-Hillcrest HS, MO Kalinda Campbelt, Academy of the Holy Names, FL .. 1342
Wyatt Thompson, Garden City HS, KS......... Scott Kirschenbaum, Chaparral HS, AZ ................... . 1342
Mark Craven, Silverton HS, OR ... as st Lisa Paul, Wichita-East HS, KS ..ot 1341
Paul Musgrave, Evansville-Reitz HS, IN ... .., Angie Dorrough, Springfield-Parkview HS, MO ... 1341
Cortney Moriarty, Blue Valley HS, KS oo Mili Joseph, Pattonville HS, MO ....ovivivciiie e eveaaees 1341
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NFL CENTURY SOCIETY
NFL'S ALL TIME TOP 100 POINT LEADERS

Student State Points  Student State Paints
Ben S. Lerner KS 2,213 AlbertGiang CA 1,612
Carey Moare MC 2,021 Lynette Womack KS 1,611
Matthew Whitley TX 1,885  Gabe Cook MO 1,610
Chris Elders MO 1,877  Joey Bradley MO 1,610
David Kensinger KS 1,848  Heath Dixon T 1,606
Joey Reske T 1,844 Casey Howard IN 1,606
Anoop Mishra AL 1,840  AmandaBoles MO 1,600
Lindsay Littlefield ND 1,818 Rebecca Justice IN 1,600
Ajay Gupta OK 1,752  Chase Wren N 1,597
Japa Pallikkathayil MO 1,751 Clarence Webster Il MS 1,596
(Germaine Hunter Co 1,749 Michael K. Erickson NM 1,586
Antan Choudhury > 1,743 Krissie Hodges T 1,596
Ami Arad CA 1,733 Matthew L. Case WA 1,586
Jonathan Carr AL 1,730 Sanjay Kumar MN 1,594
Winthrop Hayes ™ 1,727  Adam Lauridsen CA 1,594
Ben Walker KS 1,724 Grant McKeehan KS 1,580
Laura A. Fernandez FL 1,722 Michael L. Benson IA 1,589
Anton Ford CA 1,721 Mait Good MO 1,589
Sujata B. Barai N 1,696  Courtney Nunns KS 1,587
Ben Johnson MO 1,696  J. Robert Willard, Jr. MO 1,586
Zach Rieken MG 1,695 Robert Gratzer T 1,586
Caleb McDaniel X 1,684  John Morley ur 1,585
Jessica Bailey MN 1,683  Matt Bender IN 1,984
Ryan Knowles CA 1,688  Shavonne Smith TX 1,584
J. V. Reed OK 1,680 James Fleming ND 1,581
Brian Shephard Sb 1,676  Jessica Yarnall SD 1,580
Scott Howard T 1,675  Jennifer Saunders KS 1,578
Sam Halabi KS 1,674 (Gabe Rosenberg N 1,578
Matthew Brennan NY 1,674 Travis Stanton SD 1,576
Edward K. Sehelius KS 1,673  DavidHale OK 1,574
Keith A. Ulmer KS 1,662  Jasmine C. Marshall CA 1,573
Pat Schott sD 1,661 Dawn Huber MO 1,568
Jennifer Alme MN 1,654 Melissa Hayes N 1,568
Doug Miller ' KS 1,650 Joe Shapiro OR 1,567
Breit Harvey MS 1,645  Kathleen Curtis ND 1,567
Marie Tomberg SD 1,640  Joshua Wilkerson CA 1,565
Steven R. DuBois KS 1,634  Jessica Avery N 1,563
Guenevere Collins NM 1,631 Ed Tulin MO 1,563
Theodore Scutti CO 1,630  AnneBerry CO 1,561
Alex Tuckness MC 1,629 Terra Brown SD 1,560
Mona Abo-Zena A 1,627  Michelle Tornberg sD 1,558
Jason Renzelman Wi 1,626 Nathan R. Mather 1A 1,555
Laura Swanson sD 1,624 Katie Perkins TX 1,554
Srikanth Reddy Wi 1,623  Meredith Deaton CK 1,554
Zachary K. Garen MN 1,621 Ann Fishback sD 1,553
Roy Hanks ' OK 1,619  Ryan Cunningham T 1,553
Andrew Cheyne ) MN 1,619  Almas Sayeed KS 1,552
Roger Flores KS 1,618 Michael Monniger KS 1,551
Jay P. Sokolovsky MN 1,617 Margaret Feinberg COo 1,550

Kevin Lamb TX 1,612  Brian K. Thompson NM 1,550




Receiving honorable recognition for the late Larry Brown s
his mother. Kind words by Roger Brannan.

HALL OF FAME
GUIDELINES

¢ Service
4 Chapter Awards
4 Record at District Tournament
¢ Record at National Tournament
+ "0ld Timers" Commuittee elect

2/3 vote requirement
+ Multiple Diamonds and Hall

of Fame members elect
by Majority vote

¢ Executive Council elect o g’ e
by Unanimous vote ‘1 ‘
o = = - ‘J”
Ron Underwood reflects on ’ Dave Johnson praises Mildred Peveto's
Mayy Ritter's coaching days contribution to the NFL

e
4 e |

__

&\

Ken Tham-es commends Steven Davis . Albert Odom extols the

work of
for his many contributions to the NFL Carol Zanto, seated with the NFL staff

{1415% Of 1999
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Dale Publishing Co.

hois - e

“Quality Materials
Since 1935”

..........................

Secondary Education
Affirmative Casebook
— Over 8 fully scripted

winning & useable
affirmative cases

— All evidence exceeds
NFL documentation
requirements

- Debate theory explained

with examples from
current topic

— Extension evidence on
each argument

— Answers to generic &
case specific disads

— On-point coaching
advice - A DALE

Secondary Education

ist Negative Casebook

— Weli-developed “T”
positions with
explanation &
extensions

— Generic & case specific
harm & inherency
positions in block form

— Counterplans directly
relevant to topic with
explanations &
warnings about use.

Secondary Education

2nd Negative Casebook

— Generic disads with
shells & extension
blocks

— Card-form extensions

for longer disads

Case specific link cards

Case specific & generic

solvency blocks

Vi

EXCLUSIVE! — 2NC/2NR strategies
Order Form
Name
Address
Dale Publishing Co. | Ciy/State/zip
Dale Publishing Co. QOty. |Price } Total
PO Box 51 Affirmative Casebook $24
Greenwood, MO 64034 . ; $24
Fax 816-623-9122 Ist Negative Brif
° e+ w2 & & x o b s 2 x & & o Ind Negative Brief Book $24
Complete Service — All 3 Books! $60 $$$Best Buysss
Tolal




— 3 scripted winning affirmative cases

Complete with evidence and extensions

| “Quality Materials

Slnce 1935""’ : s — 3 scripted winning negative positions

: o .. Unigue to each specific topic

- — Extenslon arguments and supporting evl-

_ . dence

— Aclear analysis of topic, values & issues

.I- — 200-300 clear, useable pieces of evidence

— Biggerand Better - 75+ pages in each

issue

'Make Orders Payable To:

Dale Publishing Co.
PO Box 51
| Greenwood, MO 64034
- Fax: 816-623-9122

Dale Publishiﬁg

Title item No. Unit Price Qty. Total
Sept-Oct Topic LD 1001 $14.00
Nov-Dec Topic LD 1002 $14.00
Jan-Feb Topic LD 1003 $14.00
Mar-Apr Topic LD 1004 $14.00
Complete Subscription - BEST BUY! LD 1005 $52.00
Name
Address
City State Zip
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CHAPTER HONOR SOCIETIES
PENTAGON

(The classic five sided figure is the elite mark of honor for NFL chapters over 500 degrees)

School Chapter Sponsor Degrees
Evansville-Reitz HS, IN ... MrBrandon I, Cosby ..o 711
James Logan HS, CA ..o, Mr. Tommie Lindsey JL ..o 623
Watertown HS, SD ..ot enveiaes M Donus D. RoOberts oo 564
Diowners Grove-South HS, 1L o, ME John ML HIGES ..o 521
Leland HS, CA .o Ms. Gay Brasher ... 514

THE 400

(Formerly the 400 families in New York City society, now this name honors NFL chapters holding 400 plus degrees)

School Chapter Sponsor Degrees
‘Washburn Rural HS, KS e Ms. Cynthia Burgett ..., 495
Plymouth HS, IN ... Mr. Daniel TYree ..o 454
Bellarmine College Prep, CA ..., Mr. James. A, Harville .o 450
Regis HS, NY i, M Eric DImichele (oo 438
Cherry Creek HS, CO ..o Ms. Peggy Benedict ..o 430
Chesterton HS, IN ... Mr. James Cavallo ..., 427
Neosho HS, MO ..., Mr, David L. Watldns .......cccoocoovii e 426
Pattonville HS, MO ..., Mr. Randy Pierce ........occcooii 415
Bronx HS of Science, NY ..o, Mz Richard B. Sodikow ..o e 410
Moorhead HS, MN ..o Mr, Harlan M. Shuck ..o e, 404
Park HIL HS, MO e, Mr Don Crabtree e e 402

SOCIETE' DE 300

(An elite recognition for chapters achieving 300 or more degrees)

School Chapter Sponsor Degrees
Topeka HS, KS ..o, Mrs. Pamela I MCCOMAS vt er s 398
Nova HS, FL oot Ms. Lisa Miller ..o e 397
Centennial HS, CA ... Mr. Edward Davis/Mx. Craig AUsStN ... 397
Eynbroolkk HS, CA ..o, Ms. Shirley A. Keller-Firestone ... 395
Independence-Truman HS, MO ... M. Christine Adams oo 386
Miramonte HS, CA ..o Ms. Sandra Starke .o 385
Millard-North HS, NE ...t MI. Terry Peterson .o oo 384
Northfield HS, IN .. e Mr. David McKenzie ..o o 379
Southside HS; SC ... e Mr. Truman Humbert ... 377
Apple Valley HS, MIN .. Ms. Pam Cady ..o 374
Danville-Monte Vista HS, CA ..ot Mr. David J. Matley ..o 369
Liberty Sr. HS, MO ..o, Ms. Dana C. Hale oo et 362
Eagan HS, MN ... M. JONT ANKET oot e 361
Esperanza HS, CA ..., Mrs. Suzanne Munsell ... 360
Cheyenne-Central HS, WY ... Mr. Nick Panopoulos ... 359
Blue Springs HS, MO ... Ms. Sherrt L. Shumalker ... 358
Austintown-Fitch HS, OH oo, Mr Kenneth A, Carano ...oooocoveeriooie et 356
Plano St HS, TX ..o, Mrs., Karen WiIIDanks ... 355
Houston-Bellaire HS, TX ... Mr David Johnsomn ..o 354
Gabrielino HS, CA e Mr. Derek L Yuill oo e 354
Glenbrook-North HS, TL i, ME Ted W Beloh oo e 343
Blue Valley Northwest HS, IKS ... Mr. Mahlon Coop/Ms. Suzanne Townley ..o CE TSRO TRRURRROo 340
Modesto-Beyer HS, CA ... Mr Ron Underwood ...t 339
Ben Davis HS, IN oo Mr. Harold Max McQUeen ... eeen e 338
El Dorado HS, KS ..ovooovoooecieee e, Mr. Robert A, Chalender ..ot eaeen o 33
Cheyenne-East HS, WY ..o Mr. Michael E. Starks ..o e 336

Appleton East HS, W1 ... Mrs. Debra L. Weiher-Traas/Mr. Michael Traas
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SOCIETE' DE 300

School

New Trier TWP HS, IL
Glenbroolk-South HS, IL
Green Valley HS, NV
Taravella HS, FL
North Kansas City HS, MO

Academy of the Holy Names, FL .........
Sioux Falls-Lincoln HS, SD.................

Blue Valley HS, KS

Lexington HS, MA ...
Nevada HS, MO o
Ashland HS, OR ..o,
Wheat Ridge HS, CO ...

Garden City HS, IKS

Chapter Sponsor Degrees
............................ Ms. Linda Oddo/Mr. Douglas Springer ..., 326
............................ Mr. Matthew R. Whipple ... 324
............................ Mr. Scott GINger ..o 320
............................ Mrs. Beth Goldman ..o 318
............................ Mr. Ron Jackson ... 318
............................ Sister Mary Patricia Plumb ... 316
............................ Ms. IGmM Maass ..o 315
............................ Mr. Chris Riffer ... 310
............................ Mr. Leslie Phillips ..., 306
............................ Mr Sean NICeWaner ..o e, 305
............................ Mr John S. Tredway ..., 303
............................ Ms. Donna Riffe ... 302
............................ Mr. David Williams/Mr. Russ Tidwell ..o 301

(Ludlum from page 12)

reading comprehension, all have excesses
which are tested, but which have little use
outside the tests. 1 could easily spend the
rest of my life, and even win the Nobel prize
in any number of categories without ever
having to diagram another sentence. Do you
want practical skills? Ask them to balance a
checkbook. Ask them to develop a budget
for a business. Ask them to pick a nuin-
tional diet from a list of foods. These are
practical skills, marketable skills, skills that
are needed in life.

Biases

Standardized tests have other major
problems. They are biases, Biases are sys-
temnic assumptions of knowledge which ben-
efit one group and disadvantage another.
Let me give you a real world example. A
radio station in Oklahoma City has a spot
they call "the battle of the sexes." It is a
man against woman battle for all the glory
and prestige of representing vour gender,
and the opportunity to win t-shirts and a
coffee mug. The man and woman radio an-
chors ask questions to each contestant and
the one with the most correct answers wins.
Women contestants are asked questions
about automobile repairs and sports statis-
tics. Men are agsked questions about hair
treatments, cooking, and fashion. Rarely
does anyone get the questions correct.

In this example, the bias is easy to
see. The questions have a sex bias. Ques-
tions in most standardized tests have a bias
just as clear, but not as obvious to the test
takers. For example, some of the math prob-
lems assume you know the rules of golf (par,
birdie, etc.} or baseball (home run, triple).
Others assume you will know which instru-
ments will be in an orchestra (no sitars or
ukuleles) or be familiar with American folk-
lore (Buffalo Bill). While these may be casy
for you, they would not he easy for a very

intelligent immigrant. A person who is very
smart, but unfamiliar with our customs will
score poorly on a test that is supposed to
measure intelligence.

These standardized tests really show
assimilation not intelligence. They show
how well you understand and can adapt
your knowledge to American culture. That
is why many educators laugh at the pros-
pect of standardized tests measuring intel-
hgence {ACT, SAT). They measure how well
you are assimilated into our culture. This ig
not useless, and I think these tests are very
helpful. Why? Because if you attend col-
lege in America you will likely heara lot of
American references and examples used in
class. If you do not understand our culture
sufficiently to understand these examples,
you will be at a severe disadvantage in edu-
catiorn, regardless of your intelligence.

In fact, 1 have experienced this prob-
lem first hand. During law school,  attended
Queen's College at Oxford, England for a
semester. (If you see me around, ask me
about this. [t was the best experience of my
education, and I could go on talking about
it for hours). I was as intelligent as the next
student (I think) but I was at a disadvan-
tage. The references made during class,
such a British potitics, English history, the
Church of England, etc., were mostly for-
eign to me, but everyday knowledge to the
English students. I was intelligent but not
assimilated enough to understand all the
references in class, which limited some of
my educational potential. To he honest, my
professor knew this, and would make simi-
lar American references, such as "it's like
Nixon in Watergate," which would make
perfect sense to me.

The problem is that making a culture
free mtelligence test is difficult. It is only
possible if you have multiple people’s cul-
tures working on the exam, and most Ameri-

can standardized tests employ only Ameri-
cans' so the bias is ever present, even if
invisible to most who take the test.

Similarly, there is also a socio-eco-
nomic bias in these tests. Most standard-
ized tests assume that you were raised not
only in America, but in the middle class. To
drive this point home, a sociologist, Adrian
Dove developed a Counter-culture intelli-
gence test, which assumes you were bom
and raised in the South at or near the pov-
erty level, Questions include the time 1t takes
to cook cheap chitlins, the occupation of
Bo Diddley, rules about playing craps (dice),
analogies for the word "splib" and "gray",
and whether the Beatles have soul. (The
answer is no. Be serious, four white boys
from England having soul?). I use this when
I teach at the college level to demonstrate
biases in tests. The Dove test is both enter-
taining and enlightening. Sometimes you do
not notice the bias if it benefits you. That
does not mean that the bias is not there.

So far, we have discussed three prob-
lems with standardized tests: consistency,
sirnilarity, and biases. A test is only valu-
able if the score from the test is consistent,
is similar to the concept being measured,
and is relatively free of biases. You should
begin to see why creating these standard-
ized tests is a very difficult task, and even
after decades of work may not be perfect.

Best of luck on the Education topic
for 1999-2000!

{Marty Ludlum is owner of Power
Punch Publications, Inc., which offers free
electronic newsletters on the topic. To sub-
scribe, sendmessage fo DebateKing@aol com.

Past issues of the newslefters can be
read and printed without cost from this web
stte: www. PowerPunch.com.)
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THE 200 CLUB

(Chapters with 200 or more members and degrees)

Sarasota-Riverview HS ............. FL e 297  James Madison HS ..................... VA e, 235
Riverside HS .....cccommirimnininn. SC 295  Gregory-Portland HS.................. TX e 234
Battle Ground Academy ............. TN e 295  Field Kindley HS ... S 234
Eastview HS ..., MN 293  Sioux Falls-Roosevelt HS ... SD i 231
Fort Lauderdale HS .................... FL e 289  Sioux Falls-Washington HS ... SD .. 231
Tulsa-Washington HS .................. O e, 286  Miami-Palmetto HS ................... FL oot 231
Sherman Oaks CES ... CA i, 284  Dayton-Oakwood HS ... OH i 231
Brookings HS ..o S e, 281  Blacksburg HS ... VA 231
Munster HS oo IN e, 280 Hayden HS ... KS o 229
Blue Springs-South HS ............. MO i, 278 Andover HS .....ocooiiv i KS e 229
St. Joseph-Central HS ... MO 276  Hunters Lane HS ... TN 227
Manhattan HS ..o IS e, 273 Wheaton-North HS ..................... Il e, 227
Flathead COHS ... MT 272  Emporia HS KS o0 226
Chaminade HS ..., NY 271  North Miami Beach HS ............. FL e 226
Lamar Consolidated HS ............. TX e, 271 Stuyvesant HS .. NY e 225
Youngstown-Boardman HS........ OH .o, 269 Norman HS .....oooooiiiiiiiiees OK e 225
Homewood-Flossmoor HS .......... Il e, 268 Great Falls HS ..o MT e 224
Salina-Central HS ..o KS 267 Truman HS ... PA e 224
Centennial HS ........oooooiis ID e 266  Belleville-East HS ..., IL i 221
Blue Valley North HS ............... KS o, 265 Roseville Area HS ......ccoovvrnine.. MIN e 221
Kansas City-Rockhurst HS ... MO 264 Topeka-West HS ... IS e 221
Albuguerque Academy.............. NM 264 Montgomery Bell Academy ....... TN e 221
Kansas City-Oak Park HS ......... MO i 263 The Montgomery Academy........ AL o 220
Mars Hill Bible School................ AL o 263 Norfolk HS ..o, NE e 220
LaPorte HS ..ot IN e, 262  Bartlesville HS ..o OK e 219
Jordan HS ..., UT e, 261  Howland HS ... OH oo 218
Great Falls-Russell HS ............... MT e 260  Greendale HS ........cooooee . W 217
Wichita-East HS ......................... KS i, 260 Lawrence HS ... KS e 217
Golden HS ... CO e, 258 Lakewood HS ..., CO e 216
Raytown HS ... MO 257  Rosemount Sr. HS ... MN L 216
Brebeuf Jesuit HS ...................... IN 257 Rowland HS ... CA 213
Raytown-South HS .................. MO 256 The Woodlands' HS .................. TX 213
Fort Scott HS ... KS o 255 Ladue Horton Watkins HS ....... MO e, 212
Portage-Northern HS ... MI 254 Alief-Hastings HS ... TX 212
Niles-McKinley HS ................. OH .. 253 Milton Academy ... MA 210
Bozeman HS ... MU 253  Shawnee Mission WestHS ... KS e 209
Carrollton HS ... OH i 251 Fort Wayne-Northrop HS .......... IN e 209
Youngstown-Moeoney HS ... OH . 251 Colleyville-Heritage HS ... TX o 208
San Antonio-Churchill HS ........ T 250  Grapevine HS. ... T e, 208
Wooster HS ..o OH ... 250  Logansport HS ... IN e, 207
Shawnee Mission East HS ... IS 249 Appleton-West HS ... Wi 207
Eldorado HS ... NM 249 Gilmour Academy ................oe.e. OH ... 206
Haven HS ... KS e, 247 West Des Moines-Valley HS ... TA e 205
Forest Lake Se. HS ... MN 247 Greeley-Central HS ...,

Kearney Sr. HS ... NE e, 246  Carbon HS ...,

Independence-Chrisman HS ... MO 245 Manchester HS ..........................

Canton-Glenoak HS Career Ctr OH ..., 243 Alta HS e

Wichita-Campus HS ... KS e, 243 Pine Crest School ....ocoocvviivvirnnacs

Ankeny Senior HS ................... TA e, 242 Free State HS ...

Bakersfield HS .........coooevivvieeenn. CA e 240 Rapid City-Stevens HS

Marquette Univ. HS ... W 240 Suncoast HS ...

Bishop Miege HS ... IS 239 Auburn St HS ...

Hutchinson HS ... KS o 239  San Fran-Lowell HS ....................

Salina-South HS ......................... KS e 238  Saratoga HS ...

Los Alamitos HS ... CA 238 We]lington HS o,

Centerville HS . ... OH ... 237

Gresham-Barlow HS .................. OR e, 237

Stow Munroe Falls HS ............... OH .o 237

Vestavia Hills HS ....................... AL o, 236

San Gabriel HS ... CA 236

El Cerrito HS ... CA e, 236

Clovis-West HS ... CA s 235

Myers Park HS ... NC 235

Portage-Central HS ... M e 235




LET YOUR STUDENTS HEAR WHAT WINS!
CHAMPIONSHIP FINAL ROUND AUDIO TAPES

"A great teaching tool”
CURRENT FINAL ROUNDS

Events $10 per tape--Circle the year of each tape ordered.
Oratory: 1999 1998 1997 1996
L/D Debate: 1999 1998 1997 1996
FOR NFL USE ONLY
Foreign Extemp: 1999 1998 1997 1996 School No.
U. S. Extemp: 1999 1998 1997 1996
Debate: 1999 1998 1997 1996 Ship Date _
Sets: $45 per set--Circle years ordered.
HeP Order No.
Complete Sets: 1999 1998 1997 1996
Tapes @ 310 $
Complete Set(s) @ $45 $
All 4 Sets @ $170 $
Shipping ($1 per tape or $4 per set or $12 for 4 sets} 3
Total $
GREAT PAST FINAL ROUNDS
Events Circle your Selections: $7 each; 3/$19; 10/$65
Oratory: 1064, 1965, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1971, 1972, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978,

1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988. 1989,
1900, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995
L/D Debate: 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990,
4091, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995
Gifls Extemp: 1967, 1968, 1969, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984
Roys Extemp: 1957, 1964, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1969, 1971, 1972, 1976, 1977, 1g7s,
1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984
U.S.Extemp: 1985, 1986, 1967, 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1902, 1993, 1994, 1995

Foreign Extemp: 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 4994, 1995
Debate: 19680, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986,
1987, 1988, 1989, 1890, 1991, 1892, 1993, 1994, 1995
Special: 1960 Drama, Poetry, Oratory, Boys Extemp, Girls Extemp on one tape
___ Archival Set (115 tapes) @ $495 $ __ Name
Tapes ($7 each; $19/three; $65/ten) $ ___ School
Shipping (31 per tape/ Address
$10 per Archival Set) $ City
Total $ State Zip Code
Phone

Mail to: NFL--Box 38--Ripon, Wl 54971--0038

7/99

[ S .



Dana Point, CA 92629

COMMUNICA

Qutstanding Books on:

~ United States Education Policy
NATIONAL DEBATE HANDBOOK 1999-2000

B THE AFFIRMATIVE: THE CASE FOR CHANGING UNITED STATES EDUCATION POLICY
B THE NEGATIVE: THE CASE AGAINST CHANGING UNITED STATES EDUCATION POLICY

The Most Complete and Comprehensive Debate Handbook in two volumes: Rapidly becoming the most important
resource for high school debaters. Includes 4,000 pieces of recent evidence, an outstanding index, fully explained
strategies and evidence which meets all NFL recommended standards. No evidence prior to 1997.

P.O. Box 3586

**% New — A Dominant Anti-Kritik Section in the Affirmative Volume!! »»»

CORE ISSUES BRIEFS 1999-2000

Complete and comprehensive affirmative and negative briefs on the Core Issues of the 1999-2000 education topic.
These briefs can be used in virtually every debate on this topic!

B FEDERALISM, Toby |. Arquette, Ph.D., Candidate and Assistant Debate Coach, Northwestern University
The issue of Federalism is at the core of this year's resolution. This volume provides a clear explanation of the
Federalism issue and provides fully evidenced, ready-to-use affirmative and negative briefs on every aspect of the
Federalism issue including counterplans.

I MEASURING ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, Richard Edwards, Ph.D., Baylor University
Both affirmative and negative debaters will need to develop arguments concerning academic achievement. This
volume contains complete ready-to-use briefs on the issues of justification, solvency, disadvantages and counterplans.
I you can't debate measurement, you can't debate either side of this topic!

B SCHOOL CHOICE AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, Karla leeper, Ph.D.,
Glenn R. Capp Professor of Forensics and Director of Debate, Baylor University
School choice will be one of the most popular arguments for both the affirmative and negative on this topic. Complete
ready-to-use atfirmative and negative briefs on the issue of justification, solvency, disadvantages and counterplans.

PLEASE SEND ME

Copies of the NATIONAL DEBATE HANDBOOK: The Two Volume Affirmative/Negative Set,
1-5 sets $42.00 per set (6 or more $29.95 per set)

Copies of The Affirmative Volume, 1-5 volumes $24.95 each (6 or more $18.95 each)

Copies of The Negative Volume, 1-5 volumes $24.95 each (6 or more $18.95 each)

Copies of the CORE ISSUES BRIEFS: Three Volume Set,
1-5 sets $40.00 per set (6 or more $29.95 per set)

CORE ISSUES BRIEFS: Individual volumes

Copies of Federalism Briefs, §16.00 each

Copies of Measuring Academic Achievement Briefs, $16.00 each

Copies of School Choice and Academic Achievement Briefs, $16.00 each

Moke Checks Payable to COMMUNICAN, P.C. Box 3586, Dona Paint, CA 92629,
Credil extended 1o educationol inslilutions and libraries only upon receip! of a volid purchase ardar number.
Publication dote June 12, 1999  All pre-paid orders shipped free * Billed orders will be charged for shipping and handling.

® FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
-
NAME
-
4 ADDRESS
-« ]
- ClTY STATE 7P
"‘":' TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED
[
0




THE LINCOLN- DOI.IGI.AS GREA‘I‘ PHILOSOPHER LIBMRY SERIES

HERTH A [T T TEES

1Tk !I I1|

HERH Y TN 7)1 g

The L-D Great Philosopher Library [—

The Lincoln-Douglas Great Philosopher Library Series provides
separate, complele volumes on each of the ten most popular
philosophers used in L. D. debate. Fach volume contains a complete
edited version of the philosopher’s most important work and an essay
written by some of America’s outstanding L.D. debaters and teachers
explaining the philosophy and demonstrating in a clear easy-to-
understand manner how to use the philosophy to win debates!

SPECIAL FEATURES

* A complete text of the major original work of each philosopher.
¢ Clear explanation of the philosophy espoused by each philosopher.

* A focus on the world view of each philosopher:
What is the nature of humankind? What is the nature of the good?
What is the nature of truth?, etc.

* Application of each philosopher’s ideas to fundamental American
values.

* A %mde for applying each philosopher’s ideas to Lincoln-Douglas
debate topics.

+ Strategies for indicting and refuting each philosopher in a debate
round.

* An easy-to-use method for utilizing each philosopher in structuring
both the affirmative and negative cases.

SERIES | - PHILOSOPHERS
* Series [ includes John Stuart Mill, John Locke, Jean-Jacques
Rousseau, Thomas Hobbes and Immanuel Kant.

SERIES Il - PHILOSOPHERS AND SPECIAL FEATURES
* Explanations on how to respond to each Series II philosopher
...from centemporary theerists, such as Rawls, Nozik and others.
* A Guide to using the philosophical theories, as well as attackiug
their use.
@ Series 1] includes Plato, Aristotle, Thomas Aquinas, Edmund
Burke and Henry David Thoreau.

Why the Lincoln-Douglas Library of
Great Philosophers?

° Greater student understanding:
Student has access to the complete essay. Reading isolated quota-
tions leads to misunderstanding and confusion. Accompanying
text guides the student in a correct understanding of the essay.

¢ An excellent teaching took
Students can use the text and the essay as the basis for class
discussions, reports, etc., in preparation for the actual debates.

* Winning Debates:
The text applies the philosophy to the Lincoln-Douglas debate
format in an easy-to-use way. Better debating is inevitable!

ORDER FORM

Copies of THE LINCOLN-DOUGLAS GREAT FHILOSOPHER
LIBRARY SERIES - The ensive 10 Volume Set
$130.00 per set of ten volumes

Copies of PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES | - 5 Volume Set
$75.00 per seL

___ Copies of PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES Il - 5 Volume Set
$75.00 per set

NAME

ADDRESS

CITy STATE ZIp

TOTAL §

Make Checks Payable to COMMUNICAN, P.C. Box 3586, Dane Point, CA 92629

¢ Credi! extended lo educofiono! institulions and libraries only upen receipt of o valid
purchase order number * Publicotion dete June 12, 1999 o All pre-poid erders shipped
free * Billed orders wilf be charged for shipping & handling.

PHILOSOPHEFR LIBRARY SERIES |
(oples of JOHN STUART MILL, “On Liberty”
$17.00 per cop
_ Copies ofp JOHN LOCKE, “The Second Treatise oo Government”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of JEAN-JACQULES ROUSSEALU, “The Social Contract”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of THOMAS HOBBES,
“The Theory of Individual Rights, The Leviathan”
$17.00 per copy
_. Copies of IMMANUEL EANT, “The Categorical Imperative -
The Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals”
$17.00 per copy

PHILOSOPHER LIBRARY SERIES I
Copies of PLATQ, “The Republic”
$17.00 per eopy
Copies of ARISTOTLE, “The Politics”
$17.00 per copy
Copies of THOMAS AQUINAS, “The Just War Theory”
$17.00 per capy
_ Copies of EDMUND BURKE,
“Reflections on the French Revolution™
$17.00 per copy
Copies of HENRY DAVID THOREAU, “On Civil Disobedience”
$17.00 per copy
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LARGEST NFL. CHAPTERS
1998 - 1999

1. Evansville-Reitz HS IN 711
¢: Mr. Brandon D. Coshy ,

2. James Logan HS CA 623
c: Mr. Tommie Lindsey Jr.

3. Watertown HS SD 564
c: Mr. Donus D. Roberts

4, Downers Grove-South HS 1L 521
c: Mr. John M. Hires

5. Leland HS CA 514
¢: Ms. Gay Brasher

6. ‘Washburm Rural HS KSs 495
¢ Ms. Cynthia Burgett

7. Plymouth HS IN 454
c: Mr. Daniel Tyree

B. Bellarmine College Prep CA 450
c: Mr. James A. Harville

9. Regis HS NY 438
c: Mr. Eric Dimichele

10.  Cherry Creek HS CO 430
¢: Ms. Peggy Benedict

11. Chesterton IS IN 427
c: Mr. James Cavallo

12. Neosho HS MO 426
¢ Mr. David L. Watkins

13.  Pattonville HS MO 415
¢: Mr. Randy Pierce

14.  Bronx HS of Science NY 410
c. Mr. Richard B. Sodikow

15. Moorhead HS MN 404
c: Mr. Harlan M. Shuck

16. Park Hill HS MO 402
c: Mr. Don Crabtree

17.  Topeka HS KS 398
c: Mrs. Pamela K. McComas

18.  Nova HS FL 397
¢. Ms. Lisa Miller

19.  Centennial HS CA 397
c: Mr. Edward Davis/Mr. Craig Austin

20.  Lynbrook HS CA 395
c. Ms. Shirley A. Keller-Firestone

21.  Independence-Truman HS MO 386
¢ Ms. Christine Adams

22. Miramonte HS CA 385
c: Ms. Sandra Starke

23, Millard-North HS NE 384
c: Mr. Terry Peterson

24, Northfield HS IN 379
e: Mr. David McKenzie

25.  Southside HS s5C 377
c: Mr. Truman Humbert

26.  Apple Valley IS MN 374

c¢: Ms. Pam Cady




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

LARGEST NUMBER OF NEW DEGREES

1998 - 1999

James Logan HS

c: Mr. Tommie Lindsey Jr.
Evansville-Reitz HS

c: Mr.Brandon D. Cosby
Washburn Rural HS

c: Ms. Cynthia Burgett
Cherry Creek HS

c: Ms. Peggy Benedict
Northfield HS

c: Mr. David McKenzie
Watertown HS

¢: Mr. Donus D. Roberts
Leland HS

Cc: Ms. Gay Brasher
Gabrielineo HS

c: Mr. Derek L. Yuill
Nova HS

Cc: Ms. Lisa Miller
Bronx HS of Science

c: Mr. Richard B. Sodikow
Plymouth HS

¢: Mr. Daniel Tyree
Downers Grove-South HS

c: Mr. John M. Hires
Pattonville HS

c: Mr. Randy Pierce
Ben Davis HS

c: Mr. Harold Max McQueen
Southside HS

c: Mr. Truman Humbert
Miramonte HS

c: Ms. Sandra Starke
Neocsho HS

c: Mr. David L. Watkins
Park Hill HS

c: Mr. Don Crabtree
Eastview HS

c: Ms. Jennifer McCarty
Blue Valley Northwest HS

c: Mr. Mahlon Coop/Ms.Suzanne Townley
Taravella HS

C: Mrs. Beth Goldman
Chesterton HS

c: Mr. James Cavallo
Wheat Ridge HS

¢: Ms. Donna Riffe
Independence -Truman

c: Ms. Christine Adams
Cheyenne-East HS

c: Mr. Michael E. Starks
Liberty Sr. HS

¢: Ms. Dana C. Hale

B 2 & B B 8§ 2 B8 & B 8

-
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241

225

215

213

195

188

185

185

182

179

179

176

175

172

170

169

166

164

164

160

160

155

153

152

151

145
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ALASKA
Haines HS
Lani Thomas

ALABAMA
The Montgomery Academy
Jim Crook
Decatur HS
Dalelia Davis

ARKANSAS
Littte Rock-Central HS
Ehris Wheat

ARIZONA

Flagstaff HS

Richard Glover
Mountain View HS

Joshua A. Deahl
St. Johns HS

Steven Tenney
Cortez HS

Peter J. Jenkins
Red Mountain HS

Felix Barker

Ted Westfall
Payson HS

Matt Williams

CALIFORNIA

Immaculate Heart HS

Lauren B. Wilson
Bakersfield HS

Ivan Kirigin

Kimberly Ann Duncan
Bellarmine College Prep

Johnny Yeh
East Bakersfield HS

Daniel Rosengard
FremontHS

Stephanie Wilde
San Gabriel HS

Jenny Tran
San Marino HS

Carol Huang

Donald Huang
Buena Park HS

John Ngw en
Saratoga

Jayanth |I_%/engar
Cleveland HS

Joshua D. Schein
Katella HS

Wendy Farmer
Taft HS

Alfred Kaye
Danville-Monte Vista HS

Jessica Aber

Kathy H. Lee
Pincle Valley HS

Vincent Chang
Clovis-West HS

SeanBymne
Miramonte HS

Rebecca Bonneville

Rohit Nambisan
Sherman Oaks CES

Bridget Kustin
Edison-Computech HS

lan Whitney
James Logan HS

Alphonso Thompson
Rowiand HS

Candice Cho
Johansen HS

Morgan Grunerud
Centennial HS

Dustin Dodgin

Joseph A. Kinzel
Gabrielino HS

Paola M. Marcovecchio
La Costa Canyon HS

AkiWen

Luke Mortensen

QUAD RUBY STUDENTS

COLORADO

Wheat Ridge HS

Casey:Light

Josh Whaley
Centaurus HS

Brian Gleeson

Enic Hultgren
Denver-Washington HS

T'errance Favors
Denver-EastHS

Quentin Wheeler-Bell
Greeley-West HS

Joseph Martinez
Golkden HS

Ted Burke
Rocky Mountain HS

Sam Davis
Colurmbine HS

Brooks B. Brown
Canon City HS

Amanda McCollum
Moffat County HS

Shannon Schaefer
Siera HS

Nick Mayle
Palisade HS

Becky Watt
Eaglecrest School

andy Navarro

FLORIDA

Academy of the Holy Names

Christina Williams

Kaitlin Bisho
Hillsborough HS

Jon Kartt
Taravella HS

Greg Millhauser
Wellington HS

Patrick Dempse
South Plantation HS

Matthew Karp
University School

Josh Gad

HAWAII]
Kahuku HS
Daniel Evans

IDAHO
Blackicot HS
Jill Stewart
Ruth Harper

ILLINOIS

Glenbrook-North HS

Dan Shalmon

Shawn Powers
Heyworth HS

Brugh Lower
Regina Dominican HS

Leslie Go

INDIANA
Fort Wayne-Northside HS
Kathryn Helmke
Elkhart Central HS
Andrew Moore
Evansville-Reitz HS
Alisha Gaddis
Jacoh Farmmer
Keith Blaser
Lisa Peerman
Mai Anh Huynh
Nancy Giesman
Paul Musgrave
Tiffany True
Brebeuf Jesui HSt
Andrew F. Hagan
Chesterfon HS
Chris Lowe'?/
Evansville-North HS
Joshua Claybourn

(AS OF JULY 30, 1999)

Northfield HS
Joanne Grizzle
Serena Thrush

Plymouth HS

tie Tyree
Mark Hayes

IOWA
Burlington Community HS
Danie! Shivapour
Des Moines-Rooseveit HS
Stephen Davis
Davenport-North HS
Steven Moeller

KANSAS
Lansing Sr. HS
John Reeves
Ottawa HS
Jared Wiesner
Wichila-East HS
Jennifer Wade
Misty Johnson
Stacie Hartert
Salina-Central HS
Mary Long
Richard Rollins

Togeka HS
amantha R. Crow

McPherson HS

Beth Classen
Shawnee Mission North HS

David Fenstermacher

Emmy Levens
Fort Scott HS

Chris Leach
Hutchinson HS

Michael Moore

Nathan S. Walker

Ryan Schletzbaum
Haven HS

Davey Roberts

Jeremy Miller

Jesse Crupper
Kansas City-Washington HS

Timothy Adams
Derby H

Julie Korphage

Renee Dinsmore
Ulysses HS

imere Kimball

Moundridge HS

Jesse Nathan
Parsons HS

Wesley J. Canillo
Shawnee Mission West HS

Craig Pimer

James Walsh
Manhattan HS

Ranjan Muthukrishnan
Shawnee Mission South HS

Nelson Lindahl
Wichita-Heights HS

Jeremy Linkous
Hays HS

Mario Desantis
El Dorado HS

Brett Retherford

Danial Porter

Zach McHatton
Wichita-Campus HS

Jason E. Rowe
Field Kindley HS

Lucas 3. White

Michael D. Bumgarner
Sumner Academy

Shawn Doyle
Washbum Rural HS

D. J. Schuitz

Donald J. Schepker
Silver Lake HS

Ryan Freed
Bishop Miege HS

Jeff Cambiano

Patrick Burger

Blue Valley HS
Jenn Daniel
Rose Payne

Independence HS
Michael Fienen

Goddard HS
Susan Proctor

Arkansas City HS
Jason Blac

Andover HS
Laura A. Carden
Sarah E. Hill

Lyons HS
Lacey Crow!
Jaime Yeakel
Jayson Tobias

KENTUCKY
Rowan County Sr. HS
Jenny Jalalen

LOUISIANA
New lberia HS
Laci L. Adams
Tioga HS
orisha Kirts

MARYLAND
Whitman HS
Jeffrey Theodore

MASSACHUSETTS

Lexington HS
Kate Vogel

MICHIGAN
Portage-Northem HS
Michelle Kuo
Portage-Central HS
John Brandstetter

MINNESOTA

Duluth-East HS

Thomas Witt
Austin HS

Amanda Bremner

Jonathon Stowell
Mcorhead HS

Joshua Clausen
Bloomington-Jefferson HS

Jessica Shaw

Lesiie Carroll
Walker HS

Brianna Schoeck
Barnesville HS

Michael Larson

Mike Malbon
Apple Valley HS

Anna Manno
Rosemount Sr, HS

Dennis Newman

Jennifer Carbone
EaganHS

Andrew Martin

David Ccales

Deepa Rao

Enc Fenstermaker

Molly Moench

Renee Bremer
Benilde-St. Margaret's Sch.

Anne Bowlus

Kari Koshiol

Kurt Bogaard
Eastview HS

Allison Gilmore

MISSOURI
Greenwood Laboratory Sch.
Brian Muegge
independence-Chrisman HS
_Ross Daonaldson
Liberty Sr. HS
Brian Shank
Kansas City-Rockhurst HS
Evan C. McKay

Jack 8. Bondon

North Kansas City HS
Micah Kubic
Springfieid-Parkview HS
Emily Carlstrom
Sara Telthorst
Springfield-Hillcrest HS
Nick Sloan
Republic HS
ayne Yocum
Springfield-Glendale HS
Charlie Robinett
David Summers
Jon Breeding
Marshall HS
Jon Shannon
Parkway-West HS
Shawn Kumar
Ladue Horton Watkins HS
Jonathan Blank
Webb City HS
Jeremy Hollingshead
Waynesville HS
Petrice J. Gaskin
Terry-Rochelle Bailey
Grandview Sr. HS
Bonnie Carenen
Carthage HS
Megan Pyle
Nevada H
Matt Etheridge
Savannah HS
Amy Carmack
Blue Springs-South HS
Matt Brown
Oakville St. HS
Kensey Liebsch
Marquetie HS
Jane Diecker
The Barstow Schooi
Jessica Krug

MISSISSIPPI
Hattiesburg HS
Lauren Southem
Picayune Memorial HS
Alana K. Allbritton

MONTANA
Great Falls-Russell HS
Rachael McCracken

NORTH DAKOTA
Fargo-South HS
Shawn Kiatt
Fargo-Shanley HS
Laura Dignan
Wahpeton HS
Chandler Grant
Richland HS
David Larson
BeulahHS
Justin Noehre
Central Cass HS
Erik D. Ausk

NEBRASKA

Keamey Sr, HS

Tina Liang
Norfolk HS

Mary Baoilin

Ryan Donohue
Ralston HS

Mattie Germer
Columbus HS

Sean Patterson

NEW JERSEY
Long Branch HS
Decn Laster

NEW MEXICO
Farmington HS
Shauna Graves
Albuguergue-Valley HS
Johanna Stein




Taos HS
Alice Kilbom
Rio Grande HS
Lisa Apodaca
Luis Femandez
Los Alamos HS
Jason Jarvinen
Eldorado H3
Chad A. Schneider
Claire A. Long
Albuquerque Academy
Chris Marianetti
La Cueva HS
Nathan K. Gorelick

NEVADA

RenoHS

Amanda Burke

Jeffery Davidson
Valley

David Chang
McQueen HS

Carissa Monfalcone
Douglas HS

Jacob Kallman

Green Valle
Matt DZ|eJZ|ak

Michael Anderson
Jessica Rosman
Manish Kumar
Lucas Grower

NEW YORK
is HS
artin Bell
Peter O'Connell
lona Prep School
Joseph Gallagher
Pleasantville H
Christopher Parkin
Christian Brothers Academy
Michael J. Vigars

OHI0

Warren-Kennedy HS
J. R Wiliams

OKLAHOMA

EnicHS

Brady Henderson
Seminole HS

Brandon Lawson

Nicole Wilson
Mocre HS

Taylor Greeson
Tulsa-Washington HS

Prisca Shrewsbury
N%manh{l’-ls N

rett Murphy

Jenks HS

Akin Owoso
Bartlesville HS

Aimee Lavoie

Benjamin J. Fu
Cascia Hall Prep

Jaime D. Parks

Zeke Murdock
Bishop Kelley HS

Justin Johnson
Muldrow HS

Lori Ramsey

OREGON
Brighton Academy
laomi Hynes
Ashland H
Dane Reinsiedt
SethPoulos
Beaverion HS
Jessica Gates
Gresham HS
Alice-Anne Lewis
Clackarnas HS
Chad Naso
Eagle Point HS
arret Harringion
Lindsey Allison
Portland-Lincoin HS
Rebecca Allen
Tualatin HS
Brian Ward

PENNSYLVANIA
Cathedral Prep School
Michael Pomorski
PatWaldinger
Belle Vernon Area HS
Leeann Rosnick
Kiski School
David Kovalchik
Truman HS
Jonathon Gaynor
Upper St. Clair HS
eeraj Chandra
Peters TWP HS
Brooke Feinberg
Dan Tobin
Pennsbury HS
Julie Norseen
La Salle College HS
Daniel Gillespie
Ryan Fagan
St. Joseph's Prep School
Matthew Posivak

SOUTH
CAROLINA

T.L.Hanna HS
Monica Bell

SOUTH DAKOTA
Huron HS
Kennon Bauman
Madison HS
Matthew Groce
Matthew Havlik
Toby Uecker
Watertown HS
Jared Leighton
Sean Ploof
Brookings HS
Eric Short
Sioux Falls-Q'Gorman HS
Miriam Clinton
Sioux Falls-Lincoln HS
Jason Slothouber
Groton HS
Susan M. Knudsen
Rapid City-Stevens HS
Jacob A. Thompsoen
Matt $. Schaar
Sioux Falls-Roosevelt HS
Jessica J. Stoefen
Rebecca Wilson

TENNESSEE

Cookeville HS

Rajni Rao
Battle Ground Academy

Jay Sullivan
Hunters Lane HS

Emily Mc Donald

Jill Phillip

Matithew Murray
Colliervile HS

Theresa House

TEXAS
Nacogdoches HS
Kcact)g Hill
Amarilio HS
Brad Knapp
Clayton Brown
Garland HS
Nancy Williams
San Antonic-Lee HS
Jeremy Hoffrman
Max Clarke
Houston- S;lj: ng Woods HS
Amanda French
San Antonic-Churchill HS
Rishi Agrawal
San Antonic-MacArthur HS
Jennifer Gillespie
Planc Sr. HS
Jason Warren
Rick Cofer
Vikram Taneja
Klein HS
JohnMunroe
Spring HS
Rachiel Saucier

Cooper HS
Jon Rhodes
Hays HS
ennifer Hall
Friendswood HS
Joan Allen
Kingwooed HS
Brandan Fant
Sean Yom
Round Rock HS
Paulina Woo
Lewisville HS
James Ficaro
St. Agnes Academy
Christine Humphrey
San Antonic-Madison HS
Ashley Moreno
Elizabeth Momrow
Andress HS
George W, White Jr.
Calallen HS
Todd Curry
Midway HS
Skye L Perryman
Odessa Permian HS
JanTeague
Jenna Masters
Bishop HS
Becky Leal
The Colony HS
Amy Moffett
B.F.Temy HS
Jeff Cusimano
Harlingen HS South
Bonnie Caharian
Chris Dahm
Colleyville-Heritage HS
Chandra Claycamp
Peter Renn
Cypress Falls HS
yan Young
Joe Williams
Alief-Elsik HS
Johnnie Thomas
Elkins HS
Stacy Holder

UTAH

Murray HS

Joshua Larsen
Dixie HS

Daniel Heaton
Jordan HS

Sean A. Bott
Kearns HS

Jamie Hacker
Carbon HS

Nick Barker
Huynter HS

Stephen Porter

VIRGINIA
W. T, Woodson HS
Jennifer Chow
Blacksburg HS
Phoebe Connelly
Holy Cross Regional School
eresa R, Goulde
Centreville HS
Holly He-Lam Lau

WASHINGTON
Aubum Sr. HS
Pamela Gard
Puyallup HS
reanna M. Forni
Sunnyside HS
Myle Rattray
arissa Howat
Ferns H
Andrew ngsby
Gig HarborH
Lisa Coffey
Kamiak HS
Matt Grindy
Tina Thomas
Thomas Jefferson HS
Brian Donhauser

WISCONSIN WYOMING
Sheboygan-South HS Cheyenne-Central HS
ora Textor Kristen M. Barton
Marquette Univ. HS Mandie E. Shattuck
Mort Sayyed Laramie HS
New London Sr. HS Joanna Riley
Jody Suszko Cheyenne-East HS
Appleton-West HS Brocks Reeves
Adam Grandy Sheridan HS
Algoma HS Michaet Owens
lizabeth Wautlet Casper-Kelly Walsh HS
Jeff Quano
Jackson Hole HS
Shawn Hackler
Worland HS
Quinn Clark
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«Sthow oon’t Tell”

NMow video to “show” your students
more than rheg can read in a texthook.
Video allows you lo tru|g expan(l your
travel and instruction budget. Give every
student the aduantaga of seeing the NFL
National Tournament final rounds. The Na-
tional Forensic Leaque will receive a sig-
nificant royalty from every rape sold.

7999 Final Round Videos

Or ANY year since 19831 Dale Publishing is committed to providing quality materials.

Schaoal

Name

Nddress

City State Lip
Cross Examination Debare Year . $69.95 Tetel
Lincoln Douglas Debate $69.95
Original Oratory $6%.95
Foreign Extemp 369.95
United States Extemp $69.95
Complete Package BEST BUY $310.00
Supplemental Euents ( Ex.Comm./lmp./Exp. Sphq.) $69.95
Bwards ﬂssemHg $89.95

Please make checks pagable to Dale PuHisl\ing Co.




The Best of the Rest /

Let these new videos help you
getl MORE FOR YOUR MONEY . ..

Teachers constantly struggle to stretch their budgets as far as

possible. Dale Publishing is pleased to help you maximize your in-
structional budget by offering a new volume of “The Best of the
Rest.” This exciting series of videos showcases some of the best NFL perform-
ances ever. Each tape includes ten winning
speeches! We exclude 1st and 2nd place

winners; however we include some of the very
best final round contestants. This series of-

fers the most speeches for the best price!

This variety of subject matter will challenge

you students and provide insight into what it takes to be a nationals finalist.

Best of the Rest Video Order Form: Please Note:

‘ Payment or Purchase Order

Volume L: Qty. Per Unit | Total must accompany each order.
Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1983-1989 $44.95 Shipped priority mail
Best of the Rest in U.5. Extemp 1983-1989 $4495 ™~
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1983-198% $44.95
Volume 2:
Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1990-1995 34495 Send to:
Best of the Rest in U.5. Extemp 1950-1996 $4495 en o: .
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1990-1996 $4495 Cale Publishing

Shipping /Handling 10% P . O . Box 51
N Greenwood, Mo.

ame
64034

Address
ity State Zip




Kennedy Middle School, CA

Summary: OnNovember 7, 1998 and De-
cember 12, 1998, Kennedy Middle School competed
in Student Congress in San Francisco. Currently
two classes of speech/debate are being taught at
Kennedy Middle School.

Accomplishments: On November 7, (3) 5th place winners:
Jeff Anderson, Chris Ruane, (Convent HS Student Congress) Bryan
Bance. 3rd place winner: Nick Abhoff; 2nd place winner: Tyler
Olsen.

On December 12: El Cerrito HS Student Congress - 5 tro-
phies - 23 students

Details/Comments: Chapter President is Corinne Bilz. The
chapter membership consists of 24 student participants.

DA =

Isidore Newman School, LA

Summary: Tsidore Newman School participated in two middle
school tournaments at St. Augustine HS and L. W. Higgins HS. Six
8th grade students attended the Ben Franklin HS tournament. One
student, Non' Putchard placed 6th in humorous interp.

Accomplishments; Isidore Newman School won a second-
place sweepstakes trophy at the Higgins tournament.

Details/Comments; Chapter President is Ann Sayas. The
chapter membership consists of 11 student participants.

Washington Jr. High School, MO

Summary; The chapter's main objective was to establish a
pilot group of active charter members for the school year.

Accomplishments: Advertise the organization and its sig-
nificance. An additional accomplishment was to have enough stu-
dents having sufficient points to become chartered members.

Details/Comments; Preparation was made for student orien-
tation for 98-99 school year. NJFL charter members will welcome
incoming 7th graders. Overview of different types of forensic events
planned. Took students to NFL '98 Nationals at Pattonville HS
(MO). Chapter Advisers: Marcia Schultz and Mike McGough. Chap-
ter membership - 5.

Central Middle School, MN

Summary: 1997-1998: Assisted in facilitation of Minnesota's
graduate standards, per MOTA Debate Course. In addition, facili-
tated school-wide debates each school quarter.

Accomplishments: Invited (114) 8th graders in recruitment
drive for high school speech tearn; saw 46 matriculate to the 1998-
99 team.

Details/Comments; Academic/pedagogical assistance with
graduate standards needed. Would like to see an incentive pro-
gram for NJFL to NFL. Modifications/ideas needed for 7th-8th
grade schools. Chapter Adviser, Lori Constable. Chapter member-
ship for the '97-98 school year was 46,

CHAPTER ACTIVITY REPORT

Ecole Notre Dame des Victoires

Middle School, CA

Summary: The Ecole Notre Dame des Victoires Middle School
hosted an International Junior Forensics Student Congress with
two international schools. Representatives from the International
School in Kigv, Ukraine and Monkstown Dublin, Treland. Over 30
Senators attended the sessions. The theme was the "Millennium-
Tt's Our Time." The students wrote five major bills dealing with:
Aid to Russia, Banning Nuclear Reactors in Russia, Expanding
NATO status, Stopping International Drug Traffic & Addiction
Intervention. The Sth grade class sponsored the International Ban
on Landmines Bill - U.S. and Ukraine urged to sign. This bill when
passed-forwarded a petition to both presidents urging them to join
the international community.

Accomplishments: All student congress members, many of
the middle school students and facility signed the petitions. The
U.S. team Captain, Jack Kamm (6th grade) stated, "Student Con-
gress - you can't get more American than that - they really had a
real American Experience.” A future debate in Kiev 1s in discus-
sion.

Detail/Comments: First place winner Matthew Mac Donald
led the U.S. tearn.

| Iill.'. . " | |
Students from Ecole Notre Dame des Victoires
Middle Schaol (CA)



When a judge looks at a plan how
will she know it's a plan" to significantly
increase academic achievement in second-
ary schools"? The question is not an easy
one, mainly because the topic framers have
once again preferred a grammatical construc-
tion of the resolution which seems to man-
date so-called "effects” topicality. That is,
by requiring the affirmative to "establish a
policy to significantly increase academic
achievement," as opposed to simply requir-
ing the affirmative to "increase academic
achievement,” the committee appears to
permit affimnatives the option of defending
policies which would not directly increase
achievement, but which only have the gf-
fect of doing so.

Such constructions have become a
regular feature of the high school topics
debated in the last decade, and at least two
points can be made in defense of the
comunittee's choices. First, high school de-
bates simply have not been plagued by ef-
fects topieality arguments when such con-
structions have been chosen. Despite an-
nually strenuous conversation on the is-
sue at the major summer programs, the cir-
cuit has been able to handle apparently prob-
lematic resolutions of this type without
much difficulty. And second, we could say
the topic committee has preferred a lesser
evil, since forcing affirmatives to actually
implement "increases in academie achieve-
ment" would impose a perhaps impossible
burden on plan topicality. Arguably the only
certain way to fiat an academic achievement
increase would be to implernent a definitional
change, such as artificially adding 100
points to every student's SAT score or wa-
tering down course requirements. Merits of
such plans are difficult to locate.

And so, once again, teams will de-
bate a topic that permits affirmatives to cre-
ate policies having the effect (direct or indi-
rect) of increasing achievement. That is what
affirmatives mean when they say the reso-
lution "mandates effects,” a common catch-
phrase response to effects topicality viola-
tions. But to say the resolution requires ef-
fects is not to say thatall effectually topical
cases should be allowed. For example, to
pick an extreme case, we know that children
are unlikely to academically achieve when
they are dead. Such an argument (and who
can deny it?) justifies any plan that reduces
infant mortality or decreases nuclear war
risks. We know that poor children perform
less competently on standardized exams.
Does this make any pro-economic growth
plan a "policy to ...increase academic
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EFFECTS TOPICALITY,

ALL OVER AGAIN....
by David M. Cheshier

achievement?" But if the answer is yes,
we've created an open-ended resolution,

Now a reasonable response is to
point to the resolution's modifier for the
word "policy." That is, the worse effects
abuses might be preventable since the af-
fimmative is only allowed to implement an
"education policy."” And it is true one defi-
mition of the phrase says education poli-
cies are those which directly connect to the
actual operation of school buildings. But
the "education” modification does not en-
tirely solve the problem. Many borderline
topical cases involve the operation of
school buildings (some run this summer in-
cluded a ban on mandatory asbestos re-
moval and requirements that school build-
ing security be improved). There are also,
of course, many seemingly topical cases that
have nothing to do with the daily operation
of school buildings. And if one prefers poli-
cies enjoying contextual support, she will
quickly find many proposals quite extrane-
ous to our normal sense of achievement
policies which are defended as education-
ally pertinent, since it is politically popular
to defend new programs as done on behalf
of "our kids' kids."

What we need is a test, a bright line
standard, whicb can be held up against the
plan textto determine if it is reasonably (and
directly) a policy to increase achievement.
It'd be great if the test were plan-based (that
is, a test satisfied simply by looking to see
if the plan possesses certain features), since
that would get judges out of having to look
at solvency evidence to determine topical-
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ity (a procedure almost everyone opposes,
since it gets us into the ugly business of
"mixing burdens,” a test the affirmative is
usually destined to fail, since casting any
doubt on solvency makes the plan only
"probabilistically topical”). And it would
also be good to devise a reasonable test:
one providing some latitude to affirmative
(after all, the topic "mandates” effects) while
still ridding us of the most absurdly indirect
achievement policies.

Here's the problem:

All the potential tests suffer from
major shortcomings.

Candidate 1. Does the plan an-
nounce itself as an academic achievement
policy? This test has a major virtue: all a
judge has to do is look at the plan and see if
the magic language appears. It has a major
drawback: any idiot can find a way to plant
the resolution in the plan text, and given
this, suddenly all plans are topical. Example:
"We support establishment of the follow-
ing education policy to significantly in-
crease academic achievement: Congress will
immediately ratify the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty...." You see the problemn.

Candidate 2. Does the case claim
only academic achievement advantages?
Here is an apparently bright line test. While
not plan centered, some find it reasonable
to conclude a plan is an academic achieve-
ment program when the only benefits
claimed on its behalf are attainment related.

A drawback of this idea is we end up
rather distorting our routinely understood
conceptions of topicality by embracing
case-based standards, Many problems arise
form doing so, only partly revealed by these
questions: (a) Imagine the negative wins a
case turn to one of the academic achieve-
ment advantages. Docs this make the case
anti-topical? (b) Imagine the affirmative wins
their original education-related advantages,
but the debate finally comes down to their
success at winning a Clinton turn. Does the
fact that their biggest "advantage" is now
extraneous to academic achievement mean
they lose on topicality? (¢) Do we have any
justifiable basis for denying the affirmative
the right to defend advantages which di-
rectly stem from topical action even if they
have nothing specific to do with academic
achievement goals?

Candidate 3: Does someone else say
this is a plan to increase academic achieve-
ment? This test has more advocates, some
of whom are willing to impose quite strict
evidentiary requirements on affirmatives. In
fact this may be the most popularly sup-
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ported effects topicality test of all. Earlier
this summer | heard Dr. Scott Deatherage
{coach of the 1998 and 199% N.D.T. Champi-
ons, from Northwestern University) defend
the standard, I'm not sure how seriously,
that to be topical an affirmative has to have
expert evidence saying plan establishment
would increase achievement test scores by
a significant amount. This is truly strict stan-
dard, since if we really knew how to increase
scores significantly by enacting federal
policy someone would have gotten elected
President for their brilliance in thinking it
up. Educational consultants get paid big
money defending programs that promise
even slight test score improvement -- deliv-
ering on such promises is very difficult.

Now this might be a virtue of the test,
not a drawback. There is a set of proposals
whose proponents claim test score improve-
ments will follow implementation, and while
there aren't many (presumably they would
include proposals to shrink class size, em-
phasize instruction in the so-called "ba-
sics," implement meaningful testing, require
teacher certification, and other mainstream
ideas), a limited case list would result. No-
tice also how this test gets the affirmative
out of the "mixing burdens" problem: A
judge may conclude (based on detailed sol-
vency attacks) that the plan would actually
suppress test scores. But this fact doesn't
make the case nontopical, so long as the
affirmative has reasonable evidence from
someone saying it is their idea of an "edu-
cation policy" to improve achievement.

But there are real drawbacks here as
well. Do we really want to straitjacket
affirmatives into having to defend quantifi-
able federally mandated test score increases
when few if any serious policy players de-
fend such proposals, given the serious dis-
advantages? Even the President, who pos-
sesses a keen interest in educational im-
provement, does not advocate anything
more likely to increase scores that puiting
some additional strings on Title 1 ESEA
funds, most of which proposals fail the topi-
cality test by having the federal government
provide probabilistic incentives to the stafes
to improve educational outcomes.

There are some general difficulties
with the contextuality standard as well. The
main terms in the resolution, especially the
phrase "education policy," do not well align
with the main terms of art in the educational
policy literature. And when they do (as in
the case of "academic achievement"} van-
ishingly few authors advocate federal ac-
tion as the agent of establishment. Of course,

sometimes these phrases appear out of thin
air, coincidentally chosen by this or that
pelicy advocate as a way to defend his or
her wacky idea for fixing schools. Does the
process of linguistic happenstance really
produce the best case list? It might, but only
under circumstances where the topic com-
niittee is especially careful to produce top-
ics that employ the main terminology of the
relevant literatures.

Candidate 4: The "vacuum test."
Several years ago I devised what is now
called by some the "vacuum test" as a topi-
cality argument on a foreign policy topic
which was also written to permit effects
cases, After many years of use, and having
generated a decent amount of controversy
{if not outrigbt opposition), I will readily
concede its drawbacks. But in my view the
test works about as well ag any alternatives
and in fact has some specific virtues.

When debaters defend a vacuum test,
they are asking the judge to perform a sort
of thought experiment relevant to the plan.
To illustrate the use of the test, 1 want to
use an example from last year's Russia topic
{for reasons I'll provide just a bit later). As a
test for determining whether a plan changed
America's foreign policy "toward Russia' or
not, some defended a vacuum test that said:
"Imagine there is no country called Russia
in the world. In such a world, would this
plan be a good idea?" If the judge concludes
the plan is still desirable (or, to use a tougher
test, decides the plan "makes sense in a
world without Russia"), then the plan fails
and is judged too indirectly topical to pass.
If the plan is made incoherent or obviously
enjoys no benefits in such a world, then it
"passes,” and is topical.

Such a test has some considerable
benefits. It creates arather bright line -- one
can look at the plan and perform the though
experiment without necessarily perusing
every solvency card. On last year's topic,
for instance, one could easily decide that a
plan to assist in the cleanup of lake Baikal
passed. After all, it would be incoherent to
imagine passing a plan to clean up a lake if
the country it was part of did not even exist
(implying the lake wasn't around either). The
test often has the virtue of being easily ex-
plainable. And while not wholly plan-based
{after all, one stiil has to bring some outside
knowledge to bear in making one's decision),
the test certainly is plan-centered. Often the
test can be defended as producing a rea-
sonably broad case list, one that easily pre-
cludes (on this topic) the anti-war and pro-
growth cases while still permitting curricu-

lar mandates, testing modifications, and
even changes to such programs as the
JROC or "conilict resolution" model pro-
grams.
1 introduced the test by reference to
last year's topic because this year's word-
ing complicates use of a "vacuum test" con-
siderably, and in one particularly trouble-
some way: In devising a test for this educa-
tion topic, how is it we Imagine the world
has been changed? Do we imagine a world
without "secondary schools," a world with-
out "academic achievement," or a world
without "education policies"? How you
answer the question produces quite diver-
gent case lists. Perhaps the inclusion of the
term "education policy” argues for a vacuum
test which imagines a world without sec-
ondary schools (given the definition I cited
carlier). Imposing such a test preserves
many of the mainstream cases but does get
rid of many others, like support for Head
Start and universal school-aged breakfast
programs.

There are other objections to vacuum
tests: (a) One might say the test effectively
kills any beneficial plan proposal, since in
those cases one can often say the plan
would "make sense” or be "desirable” even
in a world of no schools. The school break-
fast case gets to this gray area: On the one
hand, school lunches are served in school
buildings, which implies the plan passes the
vacuum test. But on the other, giving
school-aged children price-reduced meals
is a wonderful idea whether there are school
buildings or not, or whether academic
achievement exists or not. {b) The case list
which results may be as much skewed as
the one produced by the more common
"contextual support” effects standard. The
vacuum test privileges programs which the
plan explicitly runs in school buildings, even
if they have nothing to do with academic
achievement. For example, the plan to ban
the mandated removal of asbestos passes.
But a sex education mandate arguably fails
(people should leam how to use condoms
whether there are school buildings or not),
even though that seems more obviously
relevant to academic achievement than as-
bestos containment.

Other merits and drawbacks can be
offered as with cach of the topicality tests,
I would simply offer these quick pieces of
advice in thinking through effects topical-
ity this year. First, think through early on
how you intend to defend your own plan
and attack egregiously nontopical cases
{Cheshier fo page 41)
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ANNUAL REPORT 1998 - 1999

This report summarizes the number of new members and degrees added by each chapter during the school year 1988-89. It does not reflect the
current strength of each chapter. The "Total” column indicates accumulated members and degrees since the chapter founding or the Leading Chapter Award.

The column marked ‘99 designates the chapter rank as of June 30, 1999, The column '98 designates the chapter rank the previous year.

Each year the top chapter in accumulated members and degrees, not more than one in a district, receives the Leading Chapter Award, then its
accumulated totai retums to zero and begins a new record. The symbol ('83) indicates the lasttime a chapter won the Leading Chapter Award. A school may
not receive the Leading Chapter Award unless ithas been a member for five years or five years has passed since lastreceiving the award. Ifitlostits Charter
ornas been suspended orexpelled or failed fo add new members and degrees during the school year itis alsg ineligible. A tie in the accumulated total for the
Leading Chapter Award is broken in favor of the school which enrolled the greater number of new members and degrees during that school year. This report
does not contain the records of affiliate schools.
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17. -~ # Conlfer 27 53 14. 1 Brookwood ('98) 48 46 9. 11. Carl Sandburg €2 430
10. 9. Naperville Central 4 418
GEQORGIA SOUTHERN PEACH M. 13 Downers Grove-North (*88) 58 265
COLORADO GRANDE '99  '98  Chapler New Total 120 12 LyonsTwp.(90) 0 240
95 '8R  Chapter New Total 1, 2. + Woodward Academy ('86) 42 335 13 15 Tharmten Township (44} 9 173
1. 3. + Fruita Monument 51 588 2. 4 LeeCounty{B8) 47 291 4. 14, Romeovilla 0 172
2. 2 Rampart 27 550 3. 3 Valdosta 0 246 159 16, Thornridge ('87) 23 75
3. 5 Pallsade 63 456 4. 6 Warner Robins ['92) 26 241 18 1. Thomwood(98) R
4, 8. CanonCly [86) 57 424 5. 5 Tharrell 0 216
5 4 Widefleld ('64) 7 407 B 7. Harlem o 213 NORTHERN ILLINOIS
6. 7. Doherty {"88} 15 349 1. B. Glynn Academy ('93) 23 180 '99 ‘86  Chapter New Total
7. 9. Grand Junction ("88) 23 34 8. = # Mcintosh 174 474 1. 2, + Rolllng Meadows 34 745
8, B, * Palmer 8 333 8, 10. Dublin B 155 2. 3 Dundee-Crown i6 718
9, 10. Lamar 24 327 10. 9. Houston County 0 151 3. 4, * Niles-West 1] B79
10 13 Pueblo-Centennial {'91) 45 302 1, 13 Plke County 38 148 4. 5 Evanston Twp. {'83) 20 608
1t 1t Liberty 17 286 12, 11, * Perry 0 118 5. 7 Daerfleld {'82) 55 601
12, 12 La Junta {'89) 14 280 13. 12, * Lowndes 0 116 8. 9 Maina Townshlp-E2s1{'86) 42 576
13, 16 Durangao ('B4) 46 278 14. 15, Carroliton {"'83) 114 7. 8. Regina Dominlcan o 7 & )
14. 14 Puebla County ('87) 12 251 15. 14, Fayette County 27 108 8, 6. Gordon Technlcal 14 564
15. 17 Delta 50 238 18. -~ # Calro 28 92 9. 10. Elk Grove {'88) 3z 545
16, 15 Rye 0 237 7. 17, Northslde ('96) 19 78 10, 11, Glenbrook-South {'94) 112 525
17. 18 Monlezuma-Cortez ('88) 28 212 8.  16. Sandy Creek 0 76 1. 13 New Trler Twp. {'85) 122 474
18, 19, * 5t Mary's 13 188 19, 1B, Mary Persons (87 36 63 12, 12 Glenbard-West {93} 65 460
19 20 Air Academy {'95) 20 138 20. 1. Thomas County Central ('98) 36 36 13, 14, St. Charles 23 337
20. 22 Mantrose ("86) 54 128 14, 18, Highland Park {89) 31 335
2 21 Trinidad-Cathollc ('85) 15 118 HAWAI 15, 15 Lake Forest 17 324
22, Slerra ("97) 45 87 | B 16, 17.  Loyola Academy ('90) 31 251
23. 23 Lawls-Paimer 35 80 ?9 29,B + c;\:l‘:r':::ll;y N1e;v Tc2: 17 18B. Wheeling ('95) 38 204
24, 1 Woodland Park {'98} 29 29 2. a3, folani School ('89) 30 283 18 18, Jacobs 26 190
28 - # Plne Creek 1 %9 3 5 Kamehameha Schools {91) a7 25 1% A ENGRUhmos-Sentge) i,
a. 6. Alea 37 237 20 24, S Ignatlu's College Prap. (97} 30 65
FLORIDA MANATEE 5. 4. University Lab. School o 219 2. 20 Prospact(36) T Ris
'99  '98 Chapter New Total 6, 7, Meoanalua 20 210
1. 2. + SouthPlantation 16 614 7. 8. St Andrew's Priory 2 174 HOOSIER CENTRAL
2. 4. Plne Crest Schoal ('89) 63 588 8. 15 Punahou Schoot ('95) 57 137 ‘99 '9g  Chapter New Total
3 3. Suncoast 18 555 9. 40,  Damien Memorial {'93) 1 119 1. 2.+ Qak Hill 22 739
4, 5. Unlversity School 28 54 10. 9. Maryknofl 2 13 2. 3. Kokomao ('87) 48 654
5, 7. FortLauderdale o1 511 1. 11, Honolulu-Roosevelt 7 109 3. 5. Loganspor {'89) B2 647
6. 6, Mariln County (94} 18 452 12, 12, Kahuku " 107 4. 6, Ind'pls-Morth Central {'85) 86 621
7. 8. Coral Springs 25 442 13, 16,  Sacred Hearts Acad. ("94) 20 90 5. 4. * Marion 0 588
B. 9. St. Thomas Aquinas 33 428 14, 14. St Francls 8 89 6. 9. Breheuf Jesuit {'94) 135 567
9. 10. Juplter 30 408 14, 13 * Kalser ] 89 7. 7. McCutcheon 18 511
10, 4. Taravella ('96) 160 352 16, 19. Radford ('87) 33 79 8, 8. * Muncie-Central 0 445
11, 11 Dreyfoos School of the Arts 4§ 339 17. 1B, * Castle('52} 0 58 2. 10. Hamilton Helghts 24 430
12, 17, Nova ('97) 182 310 18,  20. Milllani 10 49 10, 12, Maconaguah {91} 62 383
13. - # Sloneman Douglas 80 289 19. 21, * Waiakea 0 37 11. 11. * Lafayette Central Catholic 17 ars
14, 12, Palm Beach Lakes {'90} 0 287 20. 22, St. Louls {'96) 10 17 12, 14, Ben Davls {'97) 172 362
15 13, Lake Hightand Prep. 5 282 . 1. H.P.Baldwin ("98} 1 11 13 13 Peru ('88) 17 327
16. - # Plper 54 244 22. =~ # King Kekaullke 0 0 14, 15, Lafayette-Jefferson (92} 33 197
i7. 15 Trinlty Prep. School 56 2315 15, 17, Camel (*95) 57 162
18. 1B. Cypress Creak 30 135 IDAHO 16, 16. Wabash-Southwood {'95) 8 158
18, 1. Wellington {'98) 102 102 . . 17. 18, * Harrison('93) 0 97
20. 19, * Atlantic Community {'95) 4 47 3? :f’ . ?,":c':f‘;, o (85) N;;‘ T‘T’:’; 18, 19.  West Lafayette {'95) 1 2
2 3 Madison{79) w702 19. 1. Rossville {'98) 19 19
FLORIDA SUNSHINE 3. 4. * Mendlan (82} 0 643
‘99 "BE  Chapter New Total 4. 5 Snake River 42 618 HOOSIER SOUTH
1. 2. + Galther 68 623 5. 6. Blackfoot ('67) 47 610 'a5 ‘98 Chapter New Total
2. 3. Pensacola 37 486 8. 10. Idaha Falis-Skyllne {90} 103 525 i 1. + Evansville-Reltz {'94} 225 1,318
3. 5. Hilsborough 61 58 7. 7. North Fremont 20 515 2. 3. Warren Central (73) 50 792
4. 4. * Winter Park ('89} 0 323 B. B, Kuna 20 52 3 4. Evansville-North 61 785
5. 7. Lely 64 293 9. 8, Nampa 3r.{'63) 14 448 4. S, Perry Merldian 38 696
6. 6. Buchholz {'94) 35 285 10 12, Hilicrest 62 427 5. 6. Connersvlite Sr. 56 664
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7, Evansvlille Central

8. Lawrance Cantral ('88)

8. Reitz Memorial

10. Chrysler ('93)

11. Evansville-Harrison ('91)
12. Evansvtlle-Mater Del (*97)
13, Rushvllle Consolldated {'96)
2, North Posey (98}

NORTH EAST INDIANA
8 Chapter
+ Huntington North
Elmhurst (71)
Concord ('84)
Canterbury
Homestead
Columbla City {'88)
East Noble
* New Haven ('85)
Fort Wayne-South Side ('92}
Concordia Lutheran
Lakeland (94}
Chesterton ('98)
Fort Wayne-Northrop ('97)
Norwell
Snider ('95)
Howe Military ('91)
Fort Wayne-Northside {'96)

g
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NORTHWEST INDIAMA
‘98 Chapter
2, + Northfleld {'92)
4, Plymouth (95)
5, Munster ('94)
-- # Highland {'82)
3. Merrillville
6. Portage
7. Hammond ('86)
9, Dekalb {'30)
8. Kankakee Valley
10. Valparaiso ('96}
11.  Elkhart Gentral ('93)
1. LaPore {'a3}
12. Pann {'97}
EASTIOWA
‘98 Chapter
4. + Davenpon Central {'86)
5. Clinton ('77)

3 lowa Clty ('83)

2 Cedar Falls {'74}

6. Davenport-North

7 lowa Clty-West ('87)

8 Muscaline ('91)

10, Marshalltown {'90)

9. Ctturmwa {'88)

12. Bettendorf {'33)

11. * Wilton Community ('80)

13, Davenport-West{'92)

14, Cedar Rapld-Washington {'84)
1T, Wahlert ('97)

16, Clarke Community

1. Burilngton Community {"98)
18. East Buchanan Community

WESTIOWA
‘98 Chapler
* Denison ('T6)
+ Spencer ("85}
Ankeny 5r.
West Des Moines-Dowling ('81)
Anila {'84)
Splrit Lake
Sloux Clty-West
Okoboll Community School
12. Le Mars Cormmunlty ('91)
13. Bishop Heelan {'94}
10. East Des Molnes ('86)
1. Kuemper
14. Atlantic {'89)
15, Cherokee-Washington ('93)
16, Councli Bluffs-Lincoln {'92)

woehaNE N

17, Des Moines North

19, West Des Moines-Valley {'98)

18, Sloux City-North (90}

20, Fort Dodge ('95)

21. Des Molnes-Lincoln ('97}

1. Des Moines-Roosevelt {98}
EAST KANSAS

'8 Chapler

2. + Pittsburg (80}

3. Qlathe-South

5. Blue Vailey Northwest

4. Shawnee Mission-Wesl ('92)

8. Blue Vailey North

7. Ofathe-North ('82)

8. Blshop Miege {"'91)

. Blue Valley {'93)

9. Piltsburg-Colgan

9 597
26 533
16 423
38 280
26 135
36 97
19 37
37 37
New Total
9 481
7 467
43 448
49 433
24 414
25 403
21 375
) 323
39 307
23 181
5 157
155 155
67 142
13 136
28 124
4 110
19 78
New Total
185 680
179 620
101 520
53 518
14 491
50 459
27 428
16 298
] 290
44 200
25 138
125 125
51 105
New Totat
40 573
25 554
17 552
1 551
26 544
22 471
21 428
11 a1
2 379
4z 292
] 275
42 244
21 120
80 114
26 83
39 39
2 34
New Total
1M 448
13 438
88 427
66 411
1] age
22 369
13 369
22 249
5T 334
T 3
1 319
13 313
4 255
32 255
31 225
31 207
83 173
L] 184
50 131
29 66
21 21
New Total
33 937
a7 90Q
160 896
7z 83z
129 812
51 575
76 574
131 548
22 486
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10.
12.
14.
13.
15.
16.
18.
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19.
21.
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22.
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10.
13,
14,
17.
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'ag

Shawnee Misslon North ('80)
Sumner Academy {'94)
Spring Hill

* Leavenworth ("85}
Kansas Clty-Washington ('88}
S5t. Themas Aqulnas
Shawnee Missfon Easl "85}
Qlathe East
Turner
Fort Scott {'96)

* Gardner Edgerton
Shawnee Misslon Northwast ("97}
Shawnee Misslon-South ('98)

KANSAS FLINT-HILLS

Chapter

+ Emporia ('88)
Lawrenca ('92)
Topeka-Seaman {'85)
Silver Lake
Washburn Rural ('95)
Topeka-Wesl{'91)
Hightand Park ('82)
Wamego
Hayden {'93)
Baldwin
Rossville
Topeka ('96)
SI, Mary's
Free State
Sallna-Central ('97)
Osage City ('94)
Shawnee Haights ('98)

SOUTH KANSAS

Chapter

+ Goddard
Parsons ('87)
Wichita Helghts {'90)
Arkansas Clty
Winfield ("84}
Wichita-North {"83)
WichHa-East ("2}
Independence
Andover
Fleld Kindiey ('93}
Valley Center ('91}
Wichlta Northwest

. # Caney Valley

Wichita-Campus ('94)
Derby (96}
Labette County
Wichita-Southeast {'97)
Fredonia (*95)

# Wichita Northeast Magnet
Wichita-South ('98)

WEST KANSAS
Chapter

+ Buhler
Garden Clty ("91)
McPherson ('85)
Hays {88}
Ulysses
Great Bend {'82)
Chaparral
Manhattan {'90)
Haven
EiDorado {'93)
Hutchinson (92}
Maize
Pratt
Remington
Lyons
Abilene ('94)
Concordla (95}

# Kapaun Mt Carmel
Sallna-South ('97}
Liberal

# Blshop Carrolt

. # Junctlon City (*96)

# Little River
Moundridge ('98)

KENTUCKY

Chapter
+# Montgomery County
Murray {'80)
Catloway County {'87)
Trinity {'89)
Danville
Tates Creek
Rowan County 5r. ("95)
Russellville ('75)
Warren East {'91)
Pike County Central
Lante County ('92)
Boone County {'96)
Beechwood
Graves County

£

26 456
21 435
16 419
a 412
12 393
47 378
114 377
69 348
32 247
79 244
0 213
47 94
76 76
New Total
51 852
94 830
4 787
69 751
215 646
71 803
8 580
15 538
54 445
46 429
33 428
124 409
21 297
78 M
7T 1M
18 929
20 20
New Total
92 820
43 703
63 847
54 598
33 545
28 459
106 448
22 443
81 429
81 423
81 415
14 402
50 3ATT
65 351
72MmM
T2 167
43 132
27T 125
63 104
21 21
New Total
57 867
98 829
101 794
50 786
56 773
54 788
75 783
8 733
9% 672
120 632
117 613
1€ 520
25 508
42 445
60 287
70 240
52 206
€3 164
78 169
0 166
28 149
47 T2
87 &7
24 24
New Total
30 4n
49 387
60 384
'] 353
29 275
0 251
45 21
12 23
21 193
50 159
23 159
53 157
i} 141
140
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Harrison County ("84} 0 €7
* Lexington<Clay {'93) ] 45
Lafayelte {'58) 41 41
ScottCounty (‘97 10 30
LOUISIANA
Chapter New Tolal
+ §i. Thomas More ("89) 67 556
Riverdale 27 449
Alexandria Sr. 21 409
New Iberla {'85) 32 361
# Cecilia 10 ase
# Carencro 48 330
St. Martin's Epis. School 23 M
Caddo Magnet ("94) 61 ki bl
Lafayette-Northside 23 281
Lafayette-Acadlana {'92) 52 251
Plnaville (*81) 6 250
Newman School (93} a5 24g
Ruston {'90) 0 228
Tloga 21 219
Bolton {'95) 53 219
Abbevlile a7 217
* Loyola College Prap, ("'88) 1] 197
Episcopal School of Acadiana 10 170
Comeaux ("98) B 1Me
Lafayetie ('88) 94 94
New Orleans-Jesult ('97) 5 22
MAINE
Chapter New Total
+ Thomton Acadenty 3 248
Bangor 28 245
Maranacook Community 23 190
Monmouth Acadeny {'93) € 181
Cape Ellzabeth {'96) 28 141
Lewiston {'85) s 101
Brunswick ('97) 49 9%
* Oxford Hills ('84) 1" 58
Scarborough (98} 19 19
MICHIGAN
Chapter New Total
+ Portage Central ('94} a5 423
Kalamazoo Central {'T9) 79 375
East Grand Raplds 47 358
Portage Northern {'96) 16 314
Kalamazoo-Loy Norrlx {'88) 2 297
Battle Creek Central (*97) 17 38
Troy-Athens ('98) 35 as
CHESAPEAKE
(NEW DISTRICT)
Chapter New Total
+ Loyola ('81) 74 304
Calvert Hall Collage {'94) 66 139
MID-ATLANTIC
Chapier New Tolal
+ James Madlson, VA 1 742
Blacksburg, VA ('93) 65 417
Prince Edward County, VA 15 388
Edtson, VA ('91) 7 337
* Robert E.Lee, VA 0 316
Centrevllle, VA 4 287
* James Wood, VA (88} 2 274
Lake Braddock Secondary, VA ('s0) b 285
Holy Cross Reglonal, VA 12 195
Abingdon, VA 25 188
Sherando, VA 13 172
Winston Churchhi, MD ('94) 18 114
Walter Johnson, MD ('96) 29 a8
Whhtman, MD ('97) 41 62
Woodberry Forest, VA 15 54
W.T. Woodson, VA (98} 48  4g
PATRICK HENRY
Chapter New Total
+ Poguoson 18 260
Princess Anne i} 247
* Kempsvliie Q 248
Madison County 6t 232
Essex 0 223
Cox 23 207
Granby 33 188
* Western Branch 4 151
First Colonial ("83) 15 150
Hampton Roads Academy 2z 104
Great Bridge (*94) 7 103
* Bayside ('92) o 67
Menchvllle i} 63
Monacan {'95) 17 60
* Green Run {'91) 0 56
Salem('96) 17 41
Harnpton {'97) 0 10
Clover Hlll ('98) o [}



CENTRAL MINNESOTA 4. 18.  Republic [96) a1 7 6. 8  Blllings Sr. 30 394
's9  '98  Chapler New Total -~ 13- 1. Monett('98) 57 &7 7. B Missouta-Blg Sky 20 an
1. 2. + ForestLake Sr.('93) 95 764 & M. Flathead Co.(98) 105 364
2 -~ # Simley 18 558 EASTERN MISSOURI 9, 10, Missoula-Sentinel ("88) 47 331
3. 5 South St Paul {84} 76 507  '99  '98  Chapter New Totar 0. 12 Gorvallis 4 294
4. - # Minneapolis-South 48 493 1. 2. + Columbla-Hickman {'78) 57 700 1. 15 Capital 25 2
5. 3. Mounds Park Academy 15 453 2. 3. HillsboroSr. 20 ses 12 13 Park 2 28
6. 4.  5t.PaulAcad, & Summit 8 441 2 4 ParkwayNorth 20 sz0 13 14 Beaverhead County 1 22
7. 7. Cottage Grove-Park '90) 3 417 4. 5 HowellNorth 17 478 ' 16 Skyvlew ['95) 51 2n
8. 9.  AppleValley '98) 124 412 5. 6 RockBridge 397 1:- 13- gerena ('84) 51 211
9. 8. St. Thomas Academy 13 404 8. 4. Pattonvlile {'97) 175 388 :T. iT. Hamrdalt Falts {'97) 88 188
10. B. Como Park 5 352 T. B. Marguette 70 380 18’ 19' Ha “': ) 174
1. 10.  CoonRaplds ('92) 44 264 8. 7. Ritenour 24 350 1 & miton 17 133
12. - # Eastview 164 248 9. 9. ParkwayWest('93) 40 320 - 1 uite 98} 84 a4
13. 13, Rosevllle Area {97} 110 21 10. 1. Jafferson Clty {'88) a5 287
14. 11, Anoka('95) 28 206 11. 10.  Ballwin-Lafayette ('91) 14 283 NEBRASKA
15. 12, Annandale M 174 12, 13, Ladue Horton Watkins {'95} 52 281 ‘99  '98  Chapter New Total
8. 1. Circle Pines-Cenlennial {"98) 7 v 13. 15, OQakvllle Sr. 24 1. 2. + Omaha-Marian ('99) 21 729
14, 16.  Poplar Bluff Sr. 29 232 2. 3. MHlard-North {'g5) 144 598
NORTHERN LIGHTS 15. 17, Parkway Central (94} ) 22 148 a4 Kaarney Sr, {'92) 113 509
'99 ‘98 Chapter New Total 18. 19. # Chaminade (I:ollege Prep. ('89) 9 104 4, - N Raymond Gentral 58 420
1. = +#StFrancls (91) 44 585 17.  20.  Claylon Sr.{'98} 13 84 5. 5.  Burke 0 366
2, 1. Ditworth-Glyndon-Feton 41 530 18, 1. Parkway South {"98) 50 30 &, 8. Columbus . 27 AN
3. 2. Barnesville 24 523 7. 1. Grandlsland {'79) 7320
4. 5. Duluth East{a9) 6 501 HEART OF AMERICA g. 190- . '\;"'W "l':’?rstl ' 88 230
5. 4. * International Falls {78} 0 482 '99 ‘98 Chapter New Total 0. V“j‘*""’d :q’ ‘I"°°"°9° Prep. 11 193
8. 7.  GrandRapids '43) 66 433 1. 2. + Camoliton M TS " 1z B -an . ;69*’- 2 Skutt Catholle 24 154
7. 6 Duluth-Central (82} 23 411 2 B St. Joseph Central {'89) 111 652 12, . 0’“"‘:" (96} . §5 152
8. 8  Fosston 1 334 3, 3, Maryvilie Rl 22 63 2. 13 maha-Central ('47) 57 110
9. 16. Moorhead {'97) 144 255 4. 5 KansasCltyWinnetonka # e1r 1% 1. Norfolk(9g) 97 o7
10. 8. * Bemid)l 0 2 5. 4.  Bishop LeBlond & 608 14. - # Malcoim 3B 59
10. 10.  Staples 3 201 8, 7.  SmithCotton (78} 61 598
12. 12, Walker (98} 55 194 7 4, Savannah 80 588 NEBRASKA SOUTH
13, 10.  AhkIn{'67) 10 178 8, 10.  North Kansas Clty {'84) 98 585 99 '98  Chapter New Total
14. 14.  Duluth-Dentield {'94} 48 177 S, 8. Benton 33 546 1. 3.+ Minard-South ('91) 78 645
15. 19 Brainerd {'95) . 59 113 10, 11,  Independence-Truman {"95) 152 534 2. 2. Lincoln-Southeast {"85) 42 630
16. 17 Chisago Lakes Sr. 8 105 11, 1z, Independence-Chrisman {'92) 121 499 3. 4, Bellavue-East {*54) &5 824
17. 18.  Rocorl 0 80 12, 13.  Kansas City-Oak Park ['93) 112 487 4. 7.  Beilevue-West B 542
8 1 Park Raplds ('98) 49 49 13, 14,  Independence-Fort Osage{'#0) i B V] 5. 5. " Omaha-Bryan 7 528
19. = # Royalton 14 42 14. 17.  Liberty Sr. {97} 145 289 6. 6.  Omaha-Mercy (78} 19 520
15, 15,  Excalsior Springs 32 252 7. 9. Papllilon-La Vista ('93) 87 435
SOUTHERN MINNESOTA i 116' Pare :sulc("g; entral o a8 5 10 i FolnEa t (9d) s ;;;
1 ' N T . . 2\ ! . . ncoln-East {*
i? 29_8 c,_ﬁ';t’l:,e {60} :‘" :?; 1 :. 18. . l:arshall gss) :: 1:: 12 :; glm:mod-Murdock 27 158
2. 3 + DasselCokato{B5) 50 568 - ark Hill South . rete 3|8 128
3. 5  Hopkins (64) 29 541 12 12 Lincoln Northeast (75) 14 120
4. 9. Eagan (95} 118 51§ OZARK 13. 14, Lincoln ('951 19 108
5. 5. The Blake School ('87) 12 498 99 '98  Chapter New Total 14. 15, Ralston {'96} ! 45 102
a 7. Auslin A3 457 1. 2. + Camdenton 43 586 15. 16, Hastings Sr. {'97) 51 40
7. &  Bloomington-Jefferson ('B%) 50 453 2. 4. Springfleld-Central {67} s ss7 18 3. OmahaWestside(58) 2 g
6. 13.  Edina(8z) 88 444 3. 5 Qzark('gd) 43 340
9. 10. St Louls Park 38 423 4. 3, NixaR-2Schools 3 536 SAGEBRUSH (NEVADA)
10. 10. * OsseoSr. 1] 385 5. 5. Buffalo az 529 ‘99 ‘96 Chapter New Total
11. 14.  Worthington Sr, (78) 24 373 6. 7. Licking s 437 1. 2. * Reed(87) 9 250
12. 12, Minnetonka 1] 86 7. 9. Reeds Spring 50 417 2, 4, + McQueen{'92) 43 268
13. 16, Stillwater (90} 45 364 8. 1. Waynesvile('92) 51 3@8 3, 3. Inchine 8 282
14.  17.  Marshall School {'94) 586 352 9. g. # Willard 0 79 4, &, Bishop Manogue Catholic 50 150
15.  17.  Mankato-West ("92) 57 a5 10. 10.  Houston 7 389 5. 5. Douglas (95) 23 139
16. 15 * MankatoLoyola ['86) 1 333 11. 13, Springfleid-Parkview (94} 50 202 8, 8. Elko ("8} a7 130
7. 18, Benlide-5t. Margaret's 61 323 12.  12. # Strafford R-W| 11 280 7, 8, Carson Valley Middle School 27 120
18. 20.  Eden Prairie B5 291 13. 14, Logan-Rogersville 23 248 8, 7. (Galena 13 108
19. 21.  RosemountSr.{'96) 74 282 14. 15. WastPlains {93} 3 21 9, 1. Reno(98) 62 62
20. 22.  Mankato-East {'23) 53 226 15. 16.  Springfleld-Glendale (98} 50 162 10. 10, Carson{97) B 15
21, 23 Mayo 21 105 46. - # JohnF.Hodge 30 148
2. 1 Wayzata ('98) 70 70 17. 17.  Bolivar R-1{'95) 18 123
23, 24,  Chaska(97) s 24 18. 19. Kickapoo{97) 54 122 SOUTHERN NEVADA
19. 18 Spr'!ngﬁeld Catholic ) 3 -2} 99 ‘88 Chapler New Total
MISSISSIPPI 20. 1 Springfield-Hillcrest {'98) 69 &9 1. 2. + Clark 21 387
‘99 '98  Chapler New Total 2% - # Mansfield # 4 2 3 Bonanza(9y 3N 285
1. 2. + Chnton (90} 43 295 3. 5. Chaparal (84} g: i::
2. a Rowan Jr. 25 M7 4. 4 Bishop Gorman 3
a. 5. Hattlasburg {'94) 3z 202 5, & Advanced Technologles Acaderty 53 156
3. 4. Terry(93) 18 202 SHOWME 6 1 Green Vailey ('98) 141 141
5. 6. St Andrew's Episcopal School 46 138 ‘99 '98  Chapter New Totul 7. 9 Valley {'97) 88 108
8. - # Brookhaven 82 124 1. 2. + Kansas City-Rockhurst {'89) ™ 797
7. 10.  R.H.Watkins ('97} 48 107 2. 5.  Biue Springs South 123 850
8. 8. Jackson Prep. School {'95) 23 105 3. 4. Lee's Summit ('92) 68 630 NEW ENGLAND
9. 7. * Hawkins Jr, 0 ae 4. 3. Harrlsonvillie Sr. 34 628 ‘99  '98 Chapter New Total
10. 8.  Petat 0 76 §. 6.  BlueSprings {"94) 116 569 1. 1. Lexmgton, MA {5} 71 532
11. 12, Picayune Memorial 18 84 6. 8. Notre Dame de Sion 50 439 2. 4. + Acton Boxborough Reg., MA 54 388
12.  ~ # Qak Grove 24 43 7. 7. Raymors-Pecullar 45 427 1. 5. Shrewsbury, MA (91} 57 387
13. 14.  McComb {98} 3 30 8. 12 Raytown (95) 129 339 4 3. Bishop Guertin, NH (88) 21 384
14. 1. Jackson Academy ('98) 14 14 9.  10.  Grandvlew Sr.{'93) 64 208 5. 7 Manchester, MA (84} 60 349
10. 4. Pembroke Hill School 28 iyl 8. 5 Otter Valley Unlon, VT 8 318
CARVER-TRUMAN " 1t Hickman Mills (*90} 64 278 7. @ Tahor Acaderrry, MA 12 279
99 '98 Chapter New Total 12 13, TheBarstowSchool 85 248 5 49 Milton Acadenty, MA('97) 68 148
1. 2. + Carthage 58 egg 13 14 Ruskin{d1) T 19 9 9 Bostonlatin, MA 4 112
2. 3. Cassville (88} 43 13 1% 15 Belen(eg) 7 128 4. 40. Hampshire Regional, MA 1105
3. 4. MtVeron 14 srs 1% 1 Raylown-South (95) 92 92 44 12, SiiverLake Reg., MA (93) 14 93
4 5  Diamond 17 584 16. 16 Lee's Summit North 1t 90 12, 14 Needham, MA 22 87
5. 6 McDonald County 46 461 17 7. KansasCity-Center (97) 0 2 43 13 HulLMA 19 86
6. 1. Nevada ('94) 88 454 14. 15. * Falr Haven Union, VT L] 60
7.9 Springdale, AR {'83) 23 349 MONTANA 15. 16. Cath. Memorlal, MA {98} 29 54
7. 8 CarlJunction 27 249 ‘99 '98  Chapter New Total 16. 2.  Sacred Heart, MA {'98) 38 28
9. 10,  WebbCily (80} 28 307 1. 2. + Bozeman (92) 107 886
10. 13 Neosho {'97) 166 300 2 3 Havre {85} 51 553
1. 12, Aurora(93) 65 215 3. 4.  GrealFalls-Russell ('93) 85 518
12. 14.  Joplin ('95) 52 169 4. 5 Billings West ('91) 76 504
43, 15 Lamar{92) 15 105 5. 7 Missoula-Helgate (87) 52 420



NEW JERSEY 1. 8. * Trinlty (90) 3 248 6 7 Howland {94} 71 359
93 ‘98 Chapter New Tota 12, 13, South Mecklenburg ('94) 41 204 7. 6, Youngsiown-Boardiman {'86) 120 347
i 2. + Berganfield 28 436 13. 18, Providence ('97) 89 166 8. 3. Glrard 26 235
2 % Momeslown 5 422 14. 14,  Randleman 15 13z 9. 10, Lishon 14 138
5 1 Monmlia £89) a7 410 15. 15 Asheville 26 129 10. 11.  Canfield (97} 56 128
i - 16. 16.  Freedom ('95) 26 126 11. 1. Nllas-McKinlay {'98) 15 M5
4. & Freehold Township 22 269 .
5 5. Villa Walsh Academy 2 358 17. 20, East Macklanburg ('#6) ] 82 11
5 " Sclence 91} 21 251 18, 17, ‘I}Jsho;r;‘ McGuinness Memorial 10 108 WESTERN QHIO
7. 9.  Baminger T 227 ;g- 1. : z:;'fo:;‘a‘;::ademy 357 g" ‘99 '98 Chapter New Total
8. 1.  Hanover Park ('92) 40 191 P Lad;‘o 4 (98 ce 34 33 1. 2. + Sylvanla-Northvlaw {"34) 4 598
9. 10.  Parsippany Hills ('80) & 163 - d ! 2. 3. Dayton-Oakwood ('91) 78 573
10, 13.  Randolph{95) 39 161 3. 4. Centervlile {'93) 55 527
14. 14.  Bridgewater-Raritan Reg. ('94) 32 141 TARHEEL EAST 4. - W Elgin 43 418
42, 12. * Monmouth Reg. 0 128 ‘99 '98  Chaptar New Total 5. 5.  Falrborn 10 412
13, 15, Makolm X Shabazz 10 113 1. 2.+ Northeastern i3 358 8. 8. Gahanna-Lincoln {'89) 34 349
14, 16.  Matawan Raeg. ('88) 18 M2 2. 4. SouthViewSr. {'92) 35 337 7. 10.  Findlay ('90) 24 M
15, 48.  QceanTownshlp {'96) 39 109 3. 3. Chapel Hill (86} 19 315 8. 9.  Notre Dame Academy o 255
16.  20. East Slda i6 77 4, 5. Cape Fear 22 320 9. 12, Wauseon 24 173
17. 2i.  LongBranch (27} 7 67 5. 6 # E.E.Smilh 16 265 10. 11 Brookville 4 M
18, 1, Ellzabeth {'98) 28 28 6. 8. Enloe {'93) 29 2 11. 15, Beavercraek ('82) 43 158
7. 9. Plne Forest 5r. {95} 40 220 12. 14,  Stebbins 21 154
NEW MEXICO 5 5. Teeiren o s 1 e 17 Madernten 9
) . New Total . N &5 . A elown
51’9 3 8 N i’,‘;s::,o r89) 7 581 10.  11.  Byrd 5r. ('96) 52 146 15. 18.  Toledo-Whitmer {'95) 6 82
2‘ 2‘ La Cueva a7 s80 11, 12, Nertheast Gullford ('97) 1" 32 6. 1. Sylvanla-Southvlew (*98} 21 Pl
3‘ 3' # St Plus X 2 529 12, 1. Westover 5r. {'98) 12 12 17, 19, * Thomas Worthington {'97) € 16
4. 1.  Albg.-Highland (83} ap  az8
5. 8  Hobbs ('86) o 192 NORTH DAKOTA ROUGHRIDER EAST OKLAHOMA
8. 9. Albg.-Valley (82) 6  2a5 '99 98 Chapter New Total ‘98 '98  Chapter New Total
7. - # Ciovils 33 3 1. 2. + Beulah 55 407 1. 2. + Oologah 24 583
8. 10. Taos ('94) 45 239 2. 3. Fargo Shanley {'91) 44 378 2. 4, Jenks ('92) 49 509
9. 1. LosAlamos{"93) 30 220 3. 4. Richardten-Taylor g 348 A 3. * Pryor 0 472
10. 15.  Albuguerque Acad. ('87} 138 208 4. 5. Washburn 40 276 4. 5. * Tulsa Memorlal 0 450
1. 12, * Portales 10 185 5. 7.  Mandan 42 259 5 6. Mlami(a4} 22 428
12, 13, Rio Grande {'95) 45 160 6. 6.  FargoNorth{'82) 10 232 6. 7.  Tulsa.Union 13 415
13. 14, Albg.-Manzano ('86) 26 13 7. 8. Magic City Campus {'94) 32 230 7. 8.  PoncaChy ('89) 21 389
14. 1. Farminglon {'98) 40 40 8. 9. Grand Forks Central ('90) 22 208 8.  11.  Blshop Kelley 84 374
9.  10. Fargo-South{'93) 25 187 8. 9. Seminole {80) 25 2337
IROQUOIS 10. 11.  Richiand 20 168 10. 13, Muldrow 53 am
. 11, 13, St Mary's Contrat 17 155 14. 10,  Cascla Hall Prep. 9 309
' New Total
99 '98  Chapter v 12. 12, Red River (95} 6 147 12 12, Ada o 286
1. 2. + lmmaculate Heart Central 22 215
” 13. 15 Linton Publlc School 12 14 13, 15, Sapulpa ('93) 32 283
2. 3. Richfleld Springs Centrai {'89) 0 204
3 4 Holland Patent 14 14 14. 16 Blsmarck Public Schools 7 116 14, 15, Tallhina 23 274
4. & MountMercy Acad. (91) s 10 15 17 Langdon Publlc'98) 35 107 15 14, Grove 0 273
) . " ’ & 16. - ¥ Central Cass 40 B8 16, 17, * Muskogee ('81) 14 264
5 5 Wabster 5, ('94) 18 167 .
M 7 Mount Markham Sr. 9 84 17. 19 Wahpeton {'97} k] &7 17, 18, Plcher-Gardin 16 263
o : . 18. 18.  Hazen [ 50 18, 24, Tulsa-Washington ('96) 93 262
7. 8.  Madrid-Waddington Central '86) 2t 58 )
3. * McQuaid Jesult (95} 0 23 19. 1 Wesl Fargo ('98) 1 n 19, 18.  Mannford 17 242
9. 10,  New Hartford Central School {'97) © 9 20. 20.  Vinita | 23 229
9. 1. Bishap Kearney (98) 9 9 EASTERN OHIO 21, 23.  Stiiwel a1 222
's9  '98  Chapter New Totay  22- 21 Blxhy 22
NEW YORK CITY 1. 2. + Jacksan {76} 53 715 23, 232, Claremore 13 208
2 a4 Stow Munroe Falls 73 688 24. 25.  Pawhuska 14173
‘99 '98  Chapter New Total : : . 25 ta 5
3. 3 wadsworth{86) 44 B8 - 26 Keo 118
1. 2. + Sacred Heart Acad. ('79} 54 694 4 5  cCo fey 53 585 26. 30. Bartlesvllle {97) 79 162
2. 3. TheMary Louls Acad.{'80} 1 820 5 6 Hugm 30 504 27.  27.  Charles Page {'95) 0 120
3.8 Syossat{92) 6 10 Canton-GlenOak HS Career Cent 26. 28, Shawnee (94) 20 M
4. 9. HunterCollege HS 59 449 ' ' (,gf}e en °:06 sc 29. 28, * Owasso 2 410
5. 6. LoyolaSchoot 16 447 \ 30. 3. # Mounds 12 83
8. 14.  Bronx HS of Sclenca ('96) 79 a3 1.3 Canton-Sauth(82) 3. 1 Broken Armow (98) 42 a2
7. 5. * SaintFrancls Prep. School 0 435 o 15 Weostercs ?
8. 10,  Malf Hollow Hilis HS East 41 423 . oo °::g’£rt ) " ) 84 356 WEST OKLAHOMA
9, 7. SLJoseph HIll Acad. ('85) 27 422 10. 1%, NorthCantan-Hoovar ('8) 16 339
10. 13, Stuyvesant(85) 77 360 11, 18, Carolllon ['96) 126 332 ‘99 '98  Chapter New Total
11. 12.  Fordham Preparatory School ('58) 25 323 2. 12 Canten Cenlra‘l Cath. {'78) 6 319 1. 2.+ Yukon a3 6li
12, 11, Kings Park S 5 311 13, 15, Loulsville 5r. '83) 4T 303 2. 3. End(75) 33 607
13, 15.  Roslyn(ed) 57 273 4. 16.  Norton (91} 34 285 3 4 Ala(9l) 54 593
9 15, 17.  Lake 50 276 4, 6. Kingfisher 50 535
14. 18B. The Calhoun School 1 211
\ 16. 13.  Heath 0 268 5. 5. EdmondNorth 41 528
15. 18.  Chaminade{97) 85 187 .
16 1 Regls 98} 123 133 17, 19, Canlen-McKinley ('92) 37T 228 6. 8. Moore 5 462
: . 18.  21.  Perry (97 9% 177 7. 1. Luther 1 480
17. 19, * Cardinal Spell ‘90 o 60
ardinal Speliman {'90} 18.  20.  Alliance {"30) 1] 133 B, 10, Guymon (92} B0 445
20. 24, Cuyahega Valley Christlan Acad 33 100 9. 11. Blshop McGulnness 26 410
. i NEW YORK STATE 21. 21, Aurora 1 62 10, 12 OKla.Clty-Heritage Hal ['B5) 20 399
99 '9g Chap:er_ New Total 22, 23 Flrestong (81} ] 68 11. 14, Stilwater 29 385
1. 2. + Albany(88) 35 357 23. 1. Massllion Washington {'98 60 60 12. 13, # Lawion (76 & 370
. ('78)
2. 4. Montlcello ('92) 49 13 13, 15, PutnamCity-West {'84) 7 356
3.2 Ursuline School 10 284 NORTH COAST 14, 17, Norman{96) 16 31
4, 5, Academy of the Holy Names ('87) 13 244 99  '98  Chapt 15. 16,  Falrview 28 33
5. B Newburgh Free Acad. ('95) a7 210 1 2 4 Shapk:rrHel hts (85 Neaw T:I;: 16. 19, PutnamClty {'93) 36 238
6. 6. Pleasantvllie 22 198 2 3 HowkenSchoo! y i 17. - ¥ Edmond-Santa Fe 7 23
7. 7. Shenendehowa (93} 6 178 - . aw cho 58 466 18 20. Okarch 23 247
. ’ 3. - W Magnificat (67} 70 357 . - arche
8. 8 Hendrick Hudsan ('84} 48 172 4 5.  Vermllion 19. 22.  DeerCreek a5 182
9. 10. Edgemont (91} 25 137 4 5 Stimnatius r92) ?: ggg 20, 23,  McLoud 12 148
10. 12.  Christlan Brothers Acad. 27 99 6 4 M{agark 13 324 21, 25  Edmond-Memoriai{'95) a2 122
10. 11, Lakeland (96) 10 99 7. 1. Selon 43 288 22, 26.  Narman HS North 70 111
12. 13.  lona Prep. School {197} 23 90 8. 9 Olmsted Falls 23, 1 Putnam Clty-Nerth {'98) 49 49
13. 1. Scarsdale {'98) 48 48 - - a 28 161 24, 27.  Duncan{gr 28 a4
9. 13, Glimour Academy ['97) 78 150 : - Duncan {47}
10. 10. Edison 35 139
L CAROLINAWEST 1. M.  Crestwood {96) a4 13 NORTH OREGON
98 '98  Chapter New Total 12. 13,  Rocky River (95) M 113 ‘99 '98  Chapter New Tofal
" p
1. 2.« HighPolnt-Central ('28) S 451 13. 12,  Shaw{94) 13 99 1. 2. + Silverton 2 517
2. 5. Myers Park {'91) 108 446 14, 1. St Edward 98} 24 21 2. 3. Portland-Lincoln 43 513
3. 3. * University . 0 428 3. 4. Beaveron ('89) 35 411
4, 6. Wasl Charlotie ("89) 98 268 NORTHERN OHIO a2 5. Tigard ('88) 49 411
5. 4. * Chase M3 e 98 Ghapter New Total 5. 6 Woodburn 28 372
6. 12.  North Mecklenburg 73 252 p ew To . ;
7 7 MeDowel 27 250 1. 2+ Youngstown-Mooney (93) 14 637 :- ;- "C"'f""'"("""“'e o) ‘; :fg
. . " y . X ackamas (' 4
8. 10. SoutheastGuifford st 22 L% oungslowndrsuline (81) 40 582 L 27 a1
9. 1. HighPolnt-Andrews ('93) 2271 - Austintown-Fiich ('95) 130 513 9 10. Gresham-Barlow(95) 69 289
10. 9. Independence (87} 8 220 4. 4. Poland (89} 39 456 : :
5. 5 Warren-Kennedy ('88) 49 448 10. 12 Tuaktin 26 204
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* Rex Putnam
Gresham {'92)
Sunset ('90)
Glencoe ('96)
Sprague ('93)
Canby ("97)
Oregon Chy ('98)

SOUTH OREGON

Chapter

+ Ashland {"84)
Eagle Point {"90)
Mountain View
North Medford {'85)
Marshfield {'87)
Rogue River
Roseburg Sr_('98)
North Valley {192)

# Bend Sr (86}
MNorth Eugene ('91)
North Bend Sr. (95)
Willamette {'97)
Grants Pass ('98)

PENNSYLVANEA
Chapter
+ Kiskl School ('88)
Franklin Reglanat
* Gateway ("85}
Rockwood
Beile Vernon Area ("92)
Unlontown Area Sr. {*89)
# Belwood-Antis
Greensburg Salem {'91}
McKeesport Area ('95)
Norwin {'93)
Derry Area{'96}
Trinkty (87}
Greensburg Central Catholic {38}

PITTSBURGH
Chapter
+ Keystone Oaks
North Catholic {'82)
Qakland Cathollc ('70)
Peters Twp. ['85)
Quigley Catholle (*84)
North Hitls {92}
Riverside {87}
Canevin ('73)
Pine-Richland 5r. {"94)
Upper St. Clair {'89)
Mercer Area {'90)
North Allegheny Sr.
Fox Chapel Area
Bethel Park {'95)
Cathedral Prep. School ("96}
* Qur Lady of Sacred Heart
# Pittsburgh-Central Catholfc {'93)
Lakevlew Christlan Academy
Baldwin-Whitehalt School ("97)
Mt. Lebanon Sr. {'98)

VALLEY FORGE
Chapter
+ Scranton ('89)
Shikellamy {'85)
Delone Catholic
Scranton Prep. School
Chambersburg Area
Holy Ghost Prep. ('92)
Gwynedd Mercy Academy
5t, Joseph's Prep. School {53}
Truman ('96)
* Weslt Catholic
La Salle College ['95)
Pennsbury {'97)
Lower Merlon {'91)
Jenkinfown
Mechanicsburg ('93)
Gettysburg Sr.
# Southern Lehigh
Danviile (88)

SOUTH CAROLINA
Chapter
Southside ('95)
Columbia-Dreher (79}
+ Allendale-Falrfax
Porter-Gaud School
Bob Jones Academy ('94)
* Hanahan (87}
- Hillgrest
* Wando
* Spring Valley (83}
Greenvllle
Mautdin ('96)
Riverside ('97)
Heathwood Hall Epis. Schoo!

1] 186
21 157
20 144
40 106
22 77
36 €8
38 38
New Total
96 508
49 411
B A7
13 353
22 351
[\] 317
83 240
34 200
28 198
20 144
13 81
4l 78
38 38
New Total
41 396
26 st
0 325
7 325
a5 304
15 271
70 258
M 237
58 236
5 209
32 to7
39 59
7 7
New Total
14 48%
22 481
2 459
59 447
22 442
50 375
19 372
14 353
70 337
21
48 329
28 318
53 309
a3 mMm
55 177
0 135
9 101
18 71
35 59
40 40
New Total
9 418
12 403
11 386
24 357
14 357
2 356
17 Jor
38 286
79 2486
0 242
50 221
M
2 140
15 139
15 13
29 99
a0 94
65 65
New Total
170 554
5 435
23 435
22 412
79 383
0 345
69 I
0 297
a 274
13 258
79 238
118 232
M 19
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Richiand-Northeast ('88)
Lexington
* Plnewood Prep. Schooi
* FortDorchester
Greer
T.L.Hanna {'98)

NORTHERN SOUTH DAKOTA
Chapter

+ Watertown ("94}
Aberdeen Cenlral {'82}
Mitche)l (90}
Huron ('88)
Deuel School {'91)
Madison (95}
Milbank ('96)
Groton ("97}
Brookings {'98)

RUSHMORE
Chapter
+ Rapld Clty-Stevens {'90)
Rapld City Central {'86)
Sioux Falls-0'Gorman ('94)
Yankton ("91)
Beresford ('92)
Sloux Faills-Washington ('95)
¥ Brandon Valley
Sioux Falis-Roosevelt ('97)
Sioux Fals-Lincoln {98}
Vermliflon ('96)

TENNESSEE

Chapter

+ Battle Ground Acad. {"94)
Brentwood
McGavock
Dickson County {'57)

* Germantown
Montgomery Bell Academy {'93)
Colllerville
Mars Hilf Blble School, AL ('94)
Henry County (85}
Clarksvllle Northeast
Franklin
Dobyns-Bennett
Cookeville {'91)
Antioch {77)

* The Baylor School
Gallatin Sr.
Hamblen HS West {'95}

* Unlversity Sch. of Nashvllle
54, Cecilla Academy

* Maryville-Herttage ('87)
Hillwood Comprehensive ('90)
Hunters Lane {'98)
Nashville-Overton {'96)
Goodpasture {'97)

CENTRAL TEXAS

Chapter

+ San Antonto-Madison
San Antonto-Churchill {'93)
Taft
Texas Military Instltute
Holmes
Judson
San Antonlo-MacArthur ("91)
East Cenfral
Tom Moore
San Antonio-Lee ("94)
Smithson Valley
Edgewood Memorial
San Antonio-Clark {'97)
Alarno Heights {'96)
Clemens {'98)

EAST TEXAS

Chapter

+ TheWoodlands' {'91)
Stratford
Jersey Village
Baytown-Lee
Cypress-Falrbanks
Humble "84}
Spring {92)
The Kinkald Scheol (81)
Allef Etsik
Cypress Creek {'89)
Qak Ridge Sr.
Clements
Klein ('93)
Houston-Memorial ('88)
Dulles ('94)
Nacogdoches
Houston-MacArthur
Pasadena {'83)

* Doble

19. # Langham Creek

7 161
16 135
0 127
<] 118
37 110
95 95
New Total
188 932
50 504
42 470
84 458
22 348
53 212
55 197
34 59
26 26
New Total
101 715
44 657
48 427
57 410
40 323
64 303
48 268
93 187
132 132
65 108
New Total
120 586
21 540
T 489
40 479
0 450
48 447
60 403
97 392
18 390
13 388
a0 386
50 369
68 348
T4 335
14 294
41 218
62 224
7 223
18 192
0 163
0 148
131 131
19 60
23 48
New Total
63 604
84 593
29 555
51 483
18 453
21 397
44 360
17 325
22 245
55 239
15 146
13 100
T 50
10 37
20 20
New Total
70 787
1z 730
69 715
0 659
24 596
56 5514
81 531
0 529
58 523
41 501
[ 439
61 438
53 410
28 408
102 380
32 374
10 352
22 351
17 346
5 44
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22,

Cypress Falls
Conroe (87}
Allef Hastings ('96)
Barbers HIll
Taylor {'95)
Waest Orange-Stark ('90)
Kingwood {87)
Deer Park {'98)
¥ Caney Creek

GULF COAST
Chapter
+ Calallen
Tuloso-Midway
Bishop
Harlingen HS South
* Premont
Corpus Christi-Carrol) {'92)
Pharr-8an Juan-Alamo North
Gregory-Portland {'97)
Corpus Christl-King {'95)
Brazoswood
NIkkl Rowe
Mercedes
Pharr-5an Juan-Alama {93}
* Flour Bluff
Banguete
* Austwell-Tivotl
Donna
# Roy Miller HS Ctr Comm & Tech
La Joya
McAllen ("96)
Alice ('98)

HEART OF TEXAS

Chapter

+ Round Roc¢k
Westwood
Hays (90}
Georgetown
Pllugerville
Copperas Cove
Granbury
Johnslon
Mc Nell
San Marcos {'92)
Wastlake {'97)
Midway {'96}
L. B.J. ['95)
Lake Travis
Wimberley
Anderson
Waco ('98)

LONE STAR

Chapter

+ Garland
Plano-Clark
South Grnd Pralrfe
Trinkty (‘88)
Cuncanvitie ('91)
Arlington ("90)
Plano-Wikllams
Plano Sr. ('92)
Tyler-Lee ('84)
Allen
Tumer {'94)
Ryan
Terrell
Wichlta Falls {'89)
Dallas-Hightand Park {'93}
Grapevine {'97)
The Colony
James Bowie
The Greenhill Schooi ("95)
South Garland ('98)

NORTH TEXAS LONGHORNS

Chapler
+ Marcus
Newman Smith {'93})
Plano-East
Sherman
Grand Pralrie
Colleyville Heritage
Kaulman
St. Mari’s School ('86)
* Denison
* Dallas-Skyline {85)
L. D, Bell
Shepton ('94)
Cedar Hill
Jasper
Hockaday School ("92)
Lawisville {'95)
Burleson (‘90}
James Martin ('96)
Naaman Forest
Vines ('98)
Dallas-Jesult College Prep. ("97)

50 322
19 310
B0 2N
21 220
13 210
o 167
37 84
49 49
26 47
New Total
30 362
11 339
26 333
44 273
0 257
13 205
24 194
103 191
51 169
20 166
10 166
0 127
19 126
0 119
8 116
1] a7
0 84
8 54
[i] 46
1 33
[ o
New Total
69 470
53 457
42 449
28 440
28 363
22 308
68 301
28 240
53 211
13 193
83 139
26 129
58 119
50 108
26 a8
0 80
7 7
New Total
26 531
25 463
21 450
23 439
42 425
31 408
83 390
67 385
46 375
26 281
as 242
40 242
13 208
12 165
36 151
64 151
AT 139
0 101
1] 76
" "
New Total
62 528
83 494
13 465
36 444
0 366
73 383
12 kKL
48 320
0 "7
12 302
14 285
34 M
16 192
52 175
40 174
33 152
0 147
29 137
27 124
k] 34
0 0



SOUTH TEXAS UTAHWASATCH : ; g:-nn:i;-liemfasl ('886) :i 464
' ‘98 Chapter New Total  '89 '98 Chapter Hew Total : ack Hawl ! 425
T 2+ Houston-Bellatre (93} 120 715 4. 2 + Logan(e8) a4 ep9 % &  Brookfleld Central {'9D) 25 383
2. 3. lamarConsolidated (90} 130 683 2, 3. Clearfield 41 803 £ 7. WestBendWest (88) 25 368
3. 4 KieinOak 12 455 3. 4 Ogden[91) a1 spz 7. 8 Muskego{ed) v
4 9. Clearlake 92} 61 389 4, 5. * BoxElder (79) 2 439 8. 9. WestBand East(93) 34 06
4 8  AB&MConsolidated 58 396 5. 6. BoarRiver ('66) o s 3 - # Milwaukee HS of the Ars 63 194
6. 5. Aldina 5t 24 34 6. B Sky View (85} 51 a4 10 1. Milwaukee Rufus King ('95) 5 1
7. 11.  Croshy 79 373 7. 7.  Ogden-Bonneville (86} 0 300 . 13 Cedarburg [97} i3 8
8. 7.  StAgnes Academy 26 370 8. 5. Northridge 43 294 12. 12 Plus XI ['96) 23 s8
g. 6.  Houston-Elsenhowsr 12 368 9. 10,  Mountaln Crest 3B 224 13. 1. Nicolet('98) " 1"
1. 0.  HoustonNimitz 20 341 10. 15, Layton(97) 13 163
1. 15. Wastield {'35) 78 292 11. 11,  Roy{'92) 27 164 HOLE IN THE WALL
12. 12.  Shampstown 27 277 12, 12 WoodsCross {'35) 35 136  '93 '3 Chapter Mew Total
13. 16.  Friendswood ('94) 67 275 13, 13,  Ogden-BenLomond ('94) o & 1. 3. + Sturgls-Brown, SD ('62) 43 633
14, 4. Clear Brook 36 262 44 1. Davls (98) 65 65 2, 2. Scoftsbiuff, NE 34 633
15. 13, Clear Creek ('87) 0 249 15 14,  Bountiful (36} 10 63 3. 4 Upton 17 458
16. 7. B.F.Tenmy 28 221 4. 7. Sherldan['94) 586 438
17, 18, Elkins e 158 EASTERN WASHINGTON S5. 5. Glenrock 2 435
8. 20, Mayde Creek 4 1% o gy Chapter New Total 6. 10. Cheyenne-East('o6) 151 433
19, 18, Texas City 1 s9 L3+ Universlly 43 267 7. 6. Wheatland 28 416
20. 21, MonsIgnor Kelly Cathollc 15 94 2 - Cheney 13 284 8. 9, Alllance, NE 48 342
21, 22 Houston-Spring Woods ("96) 3 3 3. 4. Coeur D'Alene, ID {31} 33 274 8. 8. Newcasle ('89) 28 32
22. 1. Northbrook Sr{'98) 20 20 i 5 LakeChyDd c0 228 8. 14, Cheyenne-Central ('67} 143 342
23, 23, Houston-Jesuit {37) 1 14 5. & CentralValley [95) 63 172 1. 1. Campbell County '92) 53 326
& 7. Gonzaga Prep. (9} 76 170 2. 12, Chadron, NE ‘ 45 310
TALLCOTTCN 7. 8 Lewls& Clark (92) 27 3 13 15 NorthPlatie Sr., NE ('95) 67 273
‘99 '98 Chapter New Total 8. 1. Mead{98) 95 95 4. 13 Spearfish, SD 14 270
1. = +# Abliene (53) 19 504 9. =~ # MiSpokane 24 72 5. 15 Torrington {'93) 30 172
2. 2. OdessaSr. (93} 81 404  10. 9. Ferris {97) 7 s f6. 1. Buffalo{'98) . 2 42
k3 4, San Angelc Central ('31) 40 313
5 6 Frenmp 23 e PUGET SOUND o e crapr New Total
. . renship B f - ! apter ew Tola
& 5  Pampa o 0 266 51’? :a Cah;rﬂt:;mn-lsdiso N N;‘” Tg?é 1. 2. + Casper-KallyWalsh (88) 21 603
T 3, Cdessa-Permian ('95) 53 263 2 1. Bainbrldgeisland '85) 0 38 2. 3. Evanston 3r  5p2
8, 7. # Dumas 15 260 a 5.+ Kamiak a8 302 3. 4, Star Valley 30 401
9. - # Midland {89) 70 238 % 4 Mercerisiand (89) 1o 284 4. 5 Riverton (87} 29 399
10. 9, Lubbock{80) 21 203 S 6 Mountvermon (2} 46 2¢8 5. 6 Cody 41 390
11, 10.  Amarillo-Tascosa (94} 36 187 & 7. Thomas jeHorson % 230 6 7. Rawlins 38 163
12, 11 Highland Park 0 128 7. 9: Snohomish 19 182 7. 9. Lander Valley (84} 58 354
13, 12 Amarillo ('97) 43 1 8§ B * Kemtridge (50) 0 173 8. 8 Greybull 22 328
14, 13,  Cooper{3t) 30 a2 4 12, Eastiak 32 163 9. 10.  Shoshoni 29 307
15, 1. Midland-Lee ("98) 81 81 10, 10 Oak Harbar {94} 10 168 10. M Saratoga 17 294
M 41 Foster 16 1ss 1. 12 HotSprings Co.('92) 21 241
WESTTEXAS 12. 18 Newport {93) 47 148 12, 13 Rock Springs ('93) 43 2
99 '88  Chapter New Total  13. 17. Mt Rainler (98} 091 13- 15 Worand (95) 4z 223
1. 3. + Hanks ('92) 70 436 14. 18,  Sunnyside('97) 26 76 14 14 Powel 2 207
2, 2. ElPaso-Del valle 14 428 15, 19. * Kent-Meridian (95} o a5 15 16 Lovel 23 172
3 4 Belar 1 M2 16, 1. " Kentwood (38) M 3 16 17 JacksonHole (96) 34 1
4. 6. ElPaso-Cathedral {94} 41 240 A '-a'a""eNf 84) ) 25 126
5. 5 Burges 7 239 WESTERN WASHINGTON o e ey (8T w
g- '; i::r':ss 205 ﬁ?, ‘89 '98  Chapter New Total
' - 1. 2, + Central Kitsap 57 632
8. 10.  Franklin 18 136 2. 3. Franklin Plerce s 542 GENERAL
9. 9. Sacorre 0 119 3 A, Puyallup (92) 67 490 '99 98 Chapter New Total
10. 1. Canutillo EETE: 4 6 FederalWay (3) 79 ai1 1. 1. PlymouthCanton Educ. Park (95) 72 134
10. 12, St Clement Epts. School 1z 118 5. 7 Auburn Sr, ('95) 82 405 .
12, 13 Loretto Academy {'93) 8 103 5. 5' Decatur 23 402
13. 15 Montwood (87} 47 100 7 8 Eba 25 307
:;' 14. " ;:;?1‘: (95) :; :; 8. 9  Vashonlstand 36 301
16. 16 Eastwood (96) 0 2 g, 10. Gov. John Rogers {"97) 48 19 '
17. 1. ElPasoCaronado [98) s 3 10t GigHarbor(95) o= Cheshi
-1 1. 11, Port Angeles (96} 12 67 (Cheshier from Page 34)
GREAT SALT LAKE WESTVIRGINIA given the usual reluctance of judges on the
‘39 '298 Cohlapter N;;v To;al ‘w8 98 Chapter New Totar  National circuit to draw the effects noose
-+ 2.+ Olympus{'39) 498 1. 1. + Wheeling Park (94) 51 224 :
i' : :’l:r;?rrs » :; ::: L e (98 oo too tightly. Second,‘settle ona test you fec?I
i 4t Cyprus % sy > % Dwairsy 52 99 comfortable defending which meets the cri-
5. 6 Saittake Cily-Skylne '94) 5oam g pesen (e e % s terialmentioned earlier, and develop fully
6 7 Coftonwood ('93} 41 365 ’ ! ) L. :
7. 9. SaltlakeClty-Highland (90} 19 128 your thetoric in defense of such a test (think
5 8 * Brghton (38 o 320 NORTHERN WISCONSIN hroush. f le. wh ¢ and
9. - # LonePeak & 11p  '%9 '98 Chapter New Totat  through, for example, what cases meet an
10. 10 RowlandHalStMark's(95) 13 408 1. 2+ Slovens Point {34} 2 7 don'tmeetit). Finally, regardless of the test
M. 12 Kearns {'97 48 87 . . aupaca A "
12, 1. Salt Lak(eC}ty-East (98) 5 6 : ; arenoygan-Nonn(‘sn ;5; 231 you choose, articulate it fully. Too often
. 4 . N on 2 .
B Salt Laka Ctty-West {198} 3 34 5. 8. wE;c_ Raplds-Lincoln ('88) 95 559 standards like the "vacuum test" are tossed
SUNDANCE g 10 Appleton-East (95) 3t 4% gytwithout explanation. Under such circum-
'%a 98  Chapter New Total 7. 7. * Menamonle 0 Az ;
N2« onemiss) T .:ppliton;West('Q'g!I 5 ame stances, where the affirmative answer may
2 3 Cedar oy MBS g Py London $r. (91) 2 353 extend no further than three words
X crest
4, 5 Carbon[90) 85 590 .1.12 :3 m:"n:;“""e ;2 ggg "5 —~ Passes vacuum test",
> §  Dinohem(ez} 2 1. 16 st Crolx Falls{53) S it's no wonder judges are reluctant to re-
, . . mra . :
Z- g kf:eir('g:‘t Fork {91) 300 gg? 15. 17.  Sheboygan-South ('96) 45 162 solve the issue in your favor.
9. 0.  MountalnView {94) 51 3o 1% 19 Applelontorth 4 118 ; . :
10, 12 Anas) o :; fo. ) ;élhgloma('s'flz . as 108 (David M. Cheshier is Assistant Professor
14 11 Granger(ey 2 243 o 0 Folopewat ;'9';,‘ %2l - o of Communicationis and Director of De-
9 . ran oun| . . . .
13, 14 Jordan('ST)w 92 169 bate at Georgia State University. His col-
14. 15, * WastJordan ('95) 16 27 SOUTHERN WISCONSIN wlv in the Rost
15 1. Uintah(98) A o 99 '8 Chapter New Total umn appears monthly in the Rostrum.)
1. 2. + Marguette Univ. (91) 91 525
2, kN Greendale 89 521
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NFL'S TOP 50 DISTRICTS

(Summary 1998-1999)

This summary does not reflect chapter strength. It indicates the average number of new members and degrees
added by the Chapters in a district.

Average New New
Rank Change District New Chapters  New Degrees Degree Leader Degrees Added
1. +4 Heart of America 1 74.68 Park Hill HS 164
2. +10 EastlLos Angeles 0 71.00 Gabrielino HS 185
3. 2 Northern Ohio 0 70.36 Austintown-Fitch HS 130
4, - Chesapeake 0 70.00 Loyola HS 74
5. -2 Rushmore 1 69.20 Sioux Falls-Lincoln HS 132
6. - Northwest Indiana 1 67.69 Northfield HS 195
7. +8 East Kansas 0 61.90 Blue Valley Northwest HS 160
8. +1 West Kansas 4 61.83 El Dorado HS 120
9. 5 Kansas Flint-Hills 0 60.47 Washburn Rural HS 215
10. #1 Show Me 0 58.94 Raytown HS 129
11 9 Northern South Dakota 0 58.22 Watertown HS 188
12. +6 New York City 0 56.86 Bronx HS of Science 179
13. 3 Central Minnesota 3 56.12 Eastview HS 164
14. +29 Michigan 0 55.85 Portage-Northern HS 116
15. +7 Southern Nevada 0 55.85 Green Valley HS 141
16, +1 South Kansas 2 55.55 Wichita-East HS 106
17. 4 San Fran Bay 0 55.27 James Logan HS 24
18. +3 Nebraska 1 52.50 Millard-North HS 144
19, 3 Florida Manatee 2 52.05 Nova HS 182
20, 12 Hole in the Wall 0 51.31 Cheyenne-East HS 151
21. 14 California Coast 1 51.28 Leland HS 185
22, 2 Florida Sunshine 0 50.90 Sarasota-Riverview HS 124
23. 4 Montana 0 50.26 Bozeman HS 107
24, - Carver-Truman 0 49.93 Neosho HS 166
25, -1 Hoosier South 0 49.07 Evansville-Reitz HS 225
26. -1 Western Washington 0 47.63 Gig Harbor HS 86
27.  +11 Hoosier Central 0 47.00 Ben Davis HS 172
28. +37 Eastern Washington 1 46.10 Mead HS 95
29. +41  South Carolina 0 45.41 Southside HS 170
30. +67 West Virginia 0 45.40 Parkersburg-South HS 57
M. # Southern Minnesota 0 44.36 Eagan HS 118
32. 4 Mini 0 4413 Downers Grove-South HS 176
33. +22 Colorado 3 43.77 Cherry Creek HS 213
35 4 Eastern Ohio 0 4291 Carroliton HS 126
35. +18  Southern California 0 4271 Redlands HS 73
36. +20 North Coast 1 42,57 Gilmour Academy 78
37. +38 Northern Wisconsin 0 4250 Appleton East HS 131
38 2 New Mexico 2 42.21 Eldorado HS 137
3. 9 Rocky Mountain-South 3 41.82 Wheat Ridge HS 153
40. +12 WestLos Angeles 0 41.76 Sherman Oaks CES 87
4. 4 Southern Wisconsin 1 41.46 Marquette Univ HS 91
42. 19 Northern lllinois 0 41.09 New Trier TWP HS 122
43. +15 Tennessece 0 40.50 Hunters Lane HS 131
4. 10 Eastern Missouri 1 40.33 Pattonville HS 175
45. 4 Nebraska South 0 4012 Papillion-La Vista HS 87
46. +3 South Texas 0 39.52 Lamar Consolidated HS 130
47. +42 Carolina West 2 38.85 Myers Park HS 108
48. +36 Northern Lights 2 38.41 Moorhead HS 144
49. .7 Heart of Texas 0 38.35 Westlake HS 83
50. -23 Sierra 1 38.27 Centennial HS 130

_



NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

This summary does not reflect chapter strength. It indicates the average number of new members and degrees
added by the Chapters in a district.

Average New New
Rank Change District New Chapters  New Degrees Degree Leader Degrees Added
51. +3 Rocky Mountain-North 3 3794 Greeley-Central HS 115
52. % Great Salt Lake 1 37.53 Sait Lake City-Skyline HS 75
53. 27 Idaho : 1 37.47 Idaho Falls-Skyline HS 103
54. A0 West Oklahoma 2 36.70 Norman HS 116
55. 26 East Texas 2 35.86 Dulles HS 102
56. 23 Tall Cotton 3 35.73 Midland-Lee HS 21
57. 5 Big Valley 0 35.41 Modesto-Beyer HS 101
58. 13 Ozark 4 3514 Springfield-Hilicrest HS 69
59. -20 South Oregon 1 35.00 Ashland HS 96
60. +28  Greater lllinois 0 34.61 Bellevilie-East HS 110
61. +5 Sundance 0 34.20 Jordan HS 92
62. 12 Utah-Wasatch 0 34.00 Layton HS 113
63. 6 North Oregon 0 33.00 Gresham-Barlow HS 69
64. 45 Arizona 3 32.96 Red Mountain HS 79
65. 2 Pittsburgh 1 32.47 Pine-Richland Sr HS 70
66. +1 Deep South 1 32.35 Vestavia Hills HS 93
67. 3 Wind River 0 32.05 Lander Valley HS 58
68. +3 North East Indiana 0 31.70 Chesterton HS 155
69. A Louisiana 2 31.42 Lafayette HS 94
70. 9 Central Texas 0 31.26 San Antonio-Churchill HS 84
7. +5 Lone Star 0 31.15 Plano-Williams HS 88
72. 13  West lowa 0 31.14 Ankeny Senior HS 98
73. 26 Big Orange 1 31.07 Esperanza HS 127
74. 34 New England 0 29.75 Lexington HS 71
75. A Pennsylvania 1 29.69 Bellwood-Antis HS 70
76. 16 North Texas Longhorns 0 29.61 Newman Smith HS 83
. - Valley Forge 1 28.83 Truman HS 79
78. B Colorado Grande 1 28.60 Palisade HS
79. -3 New York State 0 2792 Monticello HS 49
80. + Sagebrush 0 27.80 Reno HS
81. 4 Capitol Valley 1 27.75 Sacramento-Kennedy HS 76
8z2. M Mississippi 2 27.50 Brookhaven HS 82
83. - Western Ohio 1 27.35 Dayton-Oakwood HS 79
84, 33 North Dakota Roughrider 1 27.21 Beulah HS 55
85. +5 Tarheel East 1 25.83 Byrd Sr. HS ' 52
86, - Kentucky 2 25.66 Calloway County HS
87. -4  Maine 0 25.22 Brunswick HS 49
88. +8 Georgia Northern Mountain 1 2492 Westminster Schools
89. -0 East Oklahoma 1 24.74 Tulsa-Washington HS 93
90. +H New Jersey 0 24.50 Moorestown HS 51
91. 9 East lowa 0 2435 Wahlert HS 60
92. -14 Puget Sound 0 22,07 Kamiak HS 48
93. 58 South Florida 2 21.73 North Miami Beach HS 77
94, 8 Mid-Atlantic 0 21.66 Blacksburg HS 65
95. +3 Georgia Southern Peach 2 20.57 Lee County HS 47
9. 9 West Texas 1 20.29 Hanks HS 70
97. 3 Guif Coast 1 18.45 Gregory-Portland HS 103
98. +1 Hawaii 1 17.21 Punahou School 57
99. 4 Patrick Henry 0 13.35 Madison County HS 61
100. -8 [roquois 0 12.80 Mount Mercy Academy 35
101. - Guam 0 8.14 George Washington HS 17
102, -2 Alaska 0 3.50 Robert Service HS




Jim's oifice was showere-d with 60
balloons from NFL staff

I3
Staff member, Joyce Krueger, knitted Jim a special car-
rier for his lawn bewling balls. When not used in the sum-
mer, Jim thought he could wear it in the winter.

firn,
: we hope we mabde your birthday
From Jeanne, a yo yo as a s(ress buster fum and specialll
e Your staff
Submiit pictures:of
_events Remember.......
‘and activities to; '
‘Attn: Sandy Tt isn't the age, it's the atfitude.
: NFL
125 Watson St
| Rij_,mn;‘.ﬂ*iﬂwj-




Need to raise funds for your Debate Club?
Tired of Selling candy ... washin’ cars?

a | There’s got to be a better way . . ..
With The World & I magazine there

RESOLVED:

. The World & I, one of the :
B A most referenced NFL and :
7., extemporaneous debate
resources, makes raising
funds a breeze!

FEarn 50% commission -

that's $22.50 for each one-year subscription
you sell of The World & I! &

he

e is!

Raise funds for your debate team and bring The World
& Iinto the homes of debaters, friends, and relatives!

Because learning never stops (or at least it shouldn't), each
month The World & I publishes 350 pages of stimulating arti- .-
cles on politics, world culture, science, life, art and more. With

beautiful photographs and illustrations, each monthly issue is
like a trip around the world. 3

Call t’odﬂy and start raising — “Thank u for this ece//enf
money tDmOI'l'OW ! gpportunity to raise /441445 mna

Yy
For more information and to recejve your review Vi C’/dflVBé/ /Uﬂlﬂ/ﬁ.fﬁ manncyr.
copy and sales packet - no obligation - call John Betsy Walson, Debate Coach
Wiemann at 202-636-3369, Mirtin Connty High School

Debate Club Fundrising Order Form

2 Yes, I'm very excited about The World & I's offer to help us with our fund-raising efforts! Please send me
at no obligation, a sample of your magazine and a set of 010 Q25 050 O 100 subscription sales forms.

I
|
I
|
1
I
I
L}
I
I
I
I
1
; . : ‘ e 1
3 I'm notinterested in using The World & / as a fundraising tool, but | would like to order a subscription for
my Debate Club at $45 for one year. Payment Method: 1 Please bill me 1 Check enclosed E
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
[}

Name
School

Address

City/State/Zip WI12090




Outspoken.

Challenging

Opinionated.

Just ask anybody. Members of the National Forensic League are strong.
Strong enough to stand their ground, with something to say. Some call
them opinionated. That's true enough. Who isn’'t? The difference is they

have the guts to get up there and tell it like it is. Do you? For more

information about the NFL, 9 NATIONAL .
FORENSIC M Lincoln

talk with members or call P EAG UE
920.748.6206 for an earful. Train ith for leadership

Financial Group



