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NTI and CNS announce:

WMD 411

at www.nti.org

The authoritative on-line source available at no cost for the
2001-2002 NFL High School Policy Debate Topic

WMD 411 covers nuclear, biological and chemical weapons,
missiles and missile defense, and other issues in this year's topic.
The site offers direct access to full text of treaties, agreements
and key policy papers. The materials are drawn from original
sources so information is given in context to help you develop
your cases, argue disadvantages, and give thorough responses to
cross-examination questions. The site also provides a chronology
of key events, glossary and bibliography.

Co-chaired by Ted Turner and Sam Nunn, NTI is a private foundation working to reduce the
threat of use and prevent the spread of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons. WMD 411 was
prepared for NTI by the Center for Nonproliferation Studies at the Monterey Institute of
International Studies, NTT is a co-sponsor of this year's high school debates and is offering this
resource to support increased student education and awareness about these issues.
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WELCOME NTI!

The NFL is proud to announce a new sponsor: The Nuclear Threat Initiative. The NTI is the
official NFL Debate Topic sponsor this year and will provide to NFL schools and debaters in-
structional and evidential materials related to the issues raised by the policy debate topic. NTI
will provide materials in the Rostrum, on line and by direct mail. Senior NTI officials may also
make an appearance at the 2002 Queen City National Speech Tournament in June. NFL welcomes
NTI and thanks them for raising the quality of debate on the world's most critical issues.

DON CRABTREE

Councilor Don Crabtree is to be J
congratulated for preparing the new
Interpretation Bibliography Booklets.
These handy manuals contain the bib-
liographic information about every
cutting performed in Duo, Drama, or
Humor at the National Tournament:
Author's name, selection name, pub-
lishers name and address, and ISBN
number.

Coaches have wanted this infor-
mation and Don Crabtree, despite his
busy teaching and coaching schedule,
collated, typed, proofed and printed this
interp bibliographic information so ev-
ery NFL coach can obtain any and all
cuttings used at Nationals. Great work,
Don!

[The books are available from
NFL for $10 plus 35 for shipping]

Nuclear Threat Initiative/NFL Policy Debate Topic
That the United States federal government should establish a foreign policy
significantly limiting the use of weapons of mass destruction.

——

Lincoln Financial Group/NFL November/December L/D Topic
e Alesser developed‘nation's right to develop ought to take priority over its obligation to protect the environment.

Kaiser Family Foundation Barbara Jordan 2001-2002 Debate Topic

R: Pubiicly funded efforts to reduce underage consumption of alcohol should
emphasize prevention more heavily than punishment

The Rostrum provides an open forum for the forensic community. The opinions expressed by contributors lo 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.



NTI: WORKING FOR A SAFER WORLD

The threats from nuclear, biological and chemical weapons didn’t
disappear with the end of the Cold War. In some ways, these
threats have become more complex and dangerous. In response to
these threats, Ted Turner and former Senator Sam Nunn have joined
to create the Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI), a new foundation
working to reduce the risk of use and prevent the spread of weap-
ons of mass destruction.

“The most significant, clear and present danger to the national
security of the United States is the threat posed by nuclear and
other weapons of mass destruction,” Senator Nunn said. “Noth-
ing else comes close.”

NTI is a private foundation supported by a pledge from Mr. Turner
of at least $250 million over five years — among the largest sums
any private individual has ever invested in these security issues.
A former high school debate champion in Tennessee and 1988 NFL
Communicator of the Year, Mr. Turner has made his mark as one of
the most influential philanthropists in the United States.

“Too little attention has been paid to these issues over the last ten
years,” said Mr. Turner. “We need to raise public awareness and to
inspire leadership and cooperation in this country and throughout
the world.”

Global Threats

Why do Mr. Tumer, Senator Nunn and NTI's global and experi-
enced Board of Directors share the common goal of taking immedi-
ate action to close the gap between the global threat and the re-
sponse? Consider these facts:

e  Near nuclear miscalculation:
In 1995 as a consequence of a deteriorating early warning
systemn, Russia started procedures for initiating a nuclear re-
sponse when it mistook a peaceful U.S. research rocket for an
incoming attack. More than ten years after the end of the Cold
War, Russia and the United States continue to maintain thou-
sands of nuclear weapons ready for immediate launch. As in
the Cold War, the Presidents of the United States and Russia
are called upon to make critical decisions about the fate of
nations and the world within minutes.

e Subway gas attack:
In 1995, members of the Japanese cult Aum Shinrikyo launched
a sarin nerve gas attack in a crowded Tokyo subway. Authori-
ties discovered that in addition to developing chemical weap-
ons, the group was trying to obtain the Ebala virus and Rus-
sian know-how to build biological weapons.

e New nuclear states:
In 1998, India and Pakistan, two countries that have fought
three recent wars, exploded nuclear tests within days of each
other. Both nations now have nuclear weapons; neither has
sophisticated warning or safety systems, and there is a con-
tinuing insurgency along their shared border.

e Weapons material and know-how at risk:
More than 1,000 tons of highly enriched uranium and at least
150 tons of weapons-grade plutonium remain in the Russian
weapons complex, enough to build atleast 60,000 nuclear weap-
ons. Many storage sites are poorly secured. Thousands of
weapons scientists are still without a steady paycheck. Ter-
rorist groups and rogue states would like to exploit the situa-
tion.

¢ Religious terrorism:
In 1999, terrorist Usama Bin Laden, said: “To seek to possess
the weapons that could counter those of the infidels is a reli-
gious duty.”

These are known events. The larger danger lies in what we don’t
know.

Global response

Some progress has been made. Diplomatic advances have reduced
the total number of nuclear weapons; cooperative work between
the United States and Russia has secured and removed excess
weapons and material. The United States worked with Russia to
persuade Ukraine, Kazakhstan, and Belarus to give up the nuclear
weapons they inherited from the Soviet Union. This eliminated
more nuclear weapons than those contained in the entire nuclear
arsenals of China, France and the United Kingdom combined. The
United States and Russia have destroyed hundreds of missiles
and hardened silos, more than 80 bombers, 18 nuclear submarines
and hundreds of submarine launchers, and deactivated thousands
of warheads. All but a handful of nations have agreed to ban the
manufacture and use of biological and chemical weapons.

Closing the gap

These are important steps, but we need giant strides. There is still
a huge gap between the threat from weapons of mass destruction
and the world’s awareness and response.

The world’s security may depend on who moves faster — those
trying to get weapons, materials and know-how or those trying to
secure them. NTI seeks to increase public awareness about these
issues, become a catalyst for new thinking and develop pilot and
model programs that will encourage governments to close this gap
before the window of opportunity closes.

NTI seeks to be a place of common ground where people from all
over the world and from all sides of the issue can build upon shared
concerns and take concrete steps to reduce these threats. The NTI
Board of Directors determines the overall philosophy and direc-
tion of the foundation and is diverse, experienced and interna-
tional., Board members include: Charles B. Curtis, President and
Chief Operating Officer of NTI; U.S. Senator Pete Domenici, (R-
New Mexico); Ms. Susan Eisenhower, President of the Risenhower
Institute; Ambassador Rolf Ekeus, Chairman of the Stockholm In-
ternational Peace Research Institute; General Eugene Habiger, re-



tired U.S. Air Force General and former Commander in Chief of the
U.S. Strategic Command; Dr. Andrei Kokoshin, a current member
of the Russian Duma and former First Deputy Minister of Defense;
U.S. Senator Richard Lugar, (R-Indiana) NFL Communicator of the
Year in 1993 and former Indiana NFL debater; Dr. Jessica Mathews,
President of the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; and
Dr. William Perry, a former U.S. Secretary of Defense, currently at
Stanford University.

“WHMD411” tor High School Debaters and Coaches

Because of NTT’s commitment to broadening public aware-
ness and education on these important issues, NTI is a co-sponsor
of this year’s high school debates and has created an authoritative
on-line source available at no cost for the 2001-2002 NFL High
School Policy Debate Topic. “WMD411” gives high school debat-
ers and coaches access to facts about weapons of mass destruc-
tion and can be found at NTI’s website — www.nti.org

Also available at www nfi.org:
o Global Securnity Newswire, daily news about nuclear, bio-
logical and chemical weapons and related issues;

Excerpts from Ted Turner’s
remarks at the launching of the
Nuclear Threat Initiative on

January 8, 2001:

5

® An introduction to the global threat, an information-
packed tutorial, briefing papers on key issues and stories about
people making a difference;

. A Research Library that includes country overviews, brief-
ing papers and in-depth analysis on key issues, source docu-
ments, publications and nonproliferation databases. This area
offers more than 40,000 source documents including, analy-
ses, profiles, maps, research tools, policy papers, publications
and related materials.

® A Press Room, where you can find NTI speeches and
transcripts, press releases, and a multi-media archive,

e A specialized toolkit with teaching materials and other
education resources designed to help bring these issues into
the classroom.

Through public awareness and education, NTI is working to have
these issues debated beyond a small circle of experts and policy-
makers, so that closing the gap between the threat and the re-
sponsc becomes a global priority.

It is with great hope and anticipation that
we address you about the initiative Senator
Nunn and 1 are launching today. The Nuclear
Threat Initiative is the product of months
of discussions and consultations with some
of the world’s most respected security ex-
perts.

The threat we face from nuclear weapons
and other weapons of mass destruction is
real. It is even more urgent now since it
seems to have fallen off of most people’s
“radar screens” during the past ten years.

Like everyone else, we thought that when
the cold war ended, we no longer had to
worry about nuclear annihilation. Yet, the
progress we have made in the last ten years
has been marginal at best. Despite the fact
we are no longer enemies, the U.S. and Rus-

sia still maintain nearly 3,000 nuclear weap-
ons each on high alert.

In many ways, the threat has become more
complex and dangerous. In addition to the
risk of a nuclear exchange, we now have
serious and urgent concemns about the se-
curity of weapons and bomb-making mate-
rials. We are threatened by the risk of pro-
liferation of weapons expertise from labora-
tories, the deterioration of command con-
trol systems, the proliferation of missile tech-
nology, etc.

Furthermore, maintaining our nuclear arse-
nals is not cheap. It has been estimated that
the U.S. spends $30 billion every year main-
taining its 10,000+ nuclear weapons and
their launchers — a number that makes “over-
kill” an understatement. This money could

be used more efficiently elsewhere in the
budget. The same can be said for Russia
and the other nuclear weapons states.

In October 2000, CNN independently
produced a special report, “Rehearsing
Doomsday,” which put some of these is-
sucs into perspective. This report, as well
as all of the consultations and discussions,
brought home a key fact: we have lived vir-
tually our entire lives under the threat of
nuclear war. 1f there had ever been any logi-
cal reason for that state of affairs, it no longer
exists, We have therefore decided to do
what we can to work toward decreasing that
threat. There is no greater legacy we could §
leave our children and grandchildren thana
peaceful and safer world.

Nuclear Threat ! nitiative/NFL Policy Debate Topic

That the United States federal government should establish a foreign policy
significantly limiting the use of weapons of mass destruction.
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SYNOPSIS OF THE PROBLEM AREAS FOR 2002-2003

PROBLEM AREA I:
- - Food Safety - -

Resolved: That the United States federal gov-
ernment should substantially increase regu-
lation of food safety in the United States.

Every day, about 200,000 Americans are
sickened by a food-borme disease, 900 are hospi-
talized, and 14 die. According to the Centers for
Disease Control & Prevention, about a quarter of
the U.S. population suffers food poisoning each
year. The CDC believes that the incidence of food
poisoning has greatly increased during the past
few decades. We eat more uncooked fruits and
vegetables - healthy foods that, improperly grown
or handled, ean easily transmit unhealthy organ-
isms. We eat more tmported food, often from
countries with lower safety standards than ours.
Our centralized and industrialized food-processing
system has become a means for quickly spread-
ing newly emerging dangerous pathogens. Food
safety describes the broad range of practices and
policies that are essential for providing assurance
that the food supply will not eause injury or harm.
This includes the environment in which foodstuffs
are grown (plant or animal), the production prac-
tices (harvesting, processing and storage of the
raw produet), and final preparation for consump-
tion. Affirmative case areas might include regula-
tion of alcoholic beverages, animal drugs and feeds,

food irradiation, pesticides and herbicides, imported

food, biolechnology and drinking water. Negative
teams will likely argue that the present system of
regulating food safety works well, that increasing
regulations will drive up the cost of food, the ef-
fect on business confidence, and the effect on food
research. Other issues will involve the safety of
pesticides and food additives and the question of
whether the states or the federal government are
in the best position to regulate food safety.

PROBLEM AREA II:

- ~ Transportation Policy - -

Resolved: That the United States federal
government should establish a comprehen-
sive surface transportation infrastructure
program in the United States.

Transportation is the glue that binds com-
munities together. Because transportation is rarely
seen as an end in itself, transportation policy goals
are expressed in terms of what they contribute to
broader national goals such as: economic effi-
ciency, urban and regional development, environ-
mental quality and conservation, equity, industrial
policy, and defense. Cases affecting infrastructure

may include: road construction, financing for in-
frastructure improvements, privatization, light rail,
open access, magnetic levitation frains, grecnways,
pedestrian access, deep-water harbors, and public
transit. Negative teams may choose to argue rail
unions, teamsters backlash, national defense, en-
vironmental effects, induced travel, NIMBY, trans-
portation equity, spending trade-offs, budget, fed-
eralism, politics, urban sprawl, and urban
marginalization. Increased traffic congestion, de-
lays, and economic stagnation demand that we
look to far-reaching changes in transportation
policy.

PROBLEM AREA III:
- - Public Health - -

Resolved: That the United States federal gov-
ernment should substantially increase pub-
lic health services for mental health care in
the United States.

Each year, an estimated 56 million Ameri-
cans - one in five people - experience diagnosable
mental disorders. Affecting people of every race,
ethnicity, age, socioeconomic status and gender,
severe mental illness or serious emotional distur-
bance can impair normal daily activities, from
work and school to sleeping and caring for oneself
and others. An estimated 10 million adults and 4
million children and adolescents are affected by
such impairments. The economic burden of men-
tal iliness in the United States - including both
health care costs and lost productivity - is more
than $170 billion a year. Only one in four adults
and one in five children and adolescents in need of
mental health services receives care. Possible af-
firmative eases might include access and insurance
coverage for mental health services, mental health
services for the homeless, suicide prevention,
school violence and peace education, parenting
training, eating disorders, and prescription cover-
age. Negative arguments could include cost, pri-
vacy concerns, stigmatization, solvency issues,
government intrusion and federalism.

PROBLEM AREA IV:
- - Energy Policy - -

Resolved: That the United States federal
government should establish a comprehen-
sive policy regulating electric utilities in tbe
United States.

Energy policy is one of the most critical
areas facing our nation; the lack of a reliable en-

ergy supply could cripple the economy and threaten
national security. California’s 2001 electrie crisis
placed energy and electric power on the front pages
of newspapers across the country. Even ifthe Cali-
fornia energy crisis fades away entirely, a high-
profile debate over electric power will continue as
most states and the federal government struggle
with restructuring electric utilities. Electric power
is produced by a combination of government and
private facilities. Electrie utilities are governed by
federal and state regulations which address elec-
tricity production, aliocation, and transmission.
Possible affirmative cases may inelude: tightening
federal regulations, deregulating electric utilities,
fostering alternative energy production, reorga-
nizing electric utilities, encouraging micropower
plants, promoting conservation, and many other
approaches. Negative positions may include: no
need for regulatory ehanges, finaneial and control
trade-off arguments, solvency, political problems
with regulation, the need for increased conserva-
tion, and environmental concerns of energy pro-
duction.

PROBLEM AREA V:
- - Poverty - -

Resolved: That the United States federal
government should substantially increase
housing assistance for individuals living in
poverty in the United States.

Since Lyndon Johnson launched the war on
poverty, the United States government has made
a concerted effort to eliminate poverty. The very
basic need of housing is a central element of pov-
erty. Despite record growth in our country we
have the highest need for housing in decades. The
affirmative ground could include the following:
changing the Fair Housing Authority Act, increas-
ing funds for housing, building new housing, reno-
vating and/or remodeling existing homes, provid-
ing shelter for the homeless, ehanging the over-
sight for housing authorities. Housing opportuni-
ties for those with disabilities, Indian housing guar-
antees, and Empowerment Zones are also exeel-
lent examples of affirmative ground. The nega-
tive ground includes stigmatization, social eon-
trol, government mismanagement, different gov-
ernment actors, local action, spending issues and
the “myth of poverty.” Potential disadvantages
could include government dependency, resource
trade-offs and the effects of new poverty imitia-
tives on the political landscape. This topic limits
the overall discussion of poverty but aflows an in-
depth analysis of one of the greatest causes of
poverty in America - the lack of housing,

|
i
|
|




N BALLOTFORPOLICY DEBATE TOPIC SELECTION
F
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Proposed Topic Areas and Resolutions for 2002-2003

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 2002-2003 debate topic.

FOOD SAFETY

Resolved: That the United States federal government should
substantially increase regulation of food safety in the United States.

TRANSPORTATION POLICY

Resolved: That the Urited States federal government should establish a
comprehensive surface transportation infrastructure program in the United
States.

PUBLIC HEALTH

Resolved: That the United States federal government should substan-
tially increase public health services formental health care in the United
States.

ENERGY POLICY

Resolved: That the United States federal government should establish a
comprehensive policy regulating electric utilities in the United States.

POVERTY

Resolved: Thatthe United States federal government should substantially
increase housing assistance for individuals living in poverty in the United
States.

COACH SIGNATURE SCHOOL NAME STATE

Mail ballot no later than October 19, 2001 to:

National Forensic League
P.0. Box 38
Ripon, WI 54971-G038
- Or am
FAX no later than October 22, 2001 to:
NFL, 920-748-9478
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LIMITING THE USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS:
MOVING BEYOND SUPERPOWER COMPETITION?

Historically, efforts to limit the use of
nuclear, biological, and chemical (NBC)!
weapons have been directed at measures
to reduce the risk of war, particularly nuclear
war, between the U.S. and the Soviet
Union.? For many years, only a few other
countries (China, France, and the United
Kingdom) possessed nuclear arsenals and
both France and the U.K. were allied with
the U.S. Since China possessed only a lim-
ited nuclear arsenal, it was therefore not
considered a nuclear threat to the U.S.

During the cold war, a period of ex-
treme tensions between the Superpowers
that lasted from after World War H until the
late 1980s, the risk of a nuclear exchange
was reasonably high. By 1967, only twenty
years after the first atomic bomb was
dropped by the U.S., the U.S. and Russia
had a combined arsenal of over 50,000
nuclear weapons!!! These nuclear weap-
ons could have destroyed the world one
hundred times over.

As cold war tensions fluctuated, both
sides were fearful that a nuclear war could
begin either as a surprise attack or by acci-
dent. Accidental escalation could result
both from inadvertent use of a nuclear weap-
ons (“Oops, 1 shouldn’t have launched that
one” or “Oops, I pressed the wrong but-
ton”) or unintentionally through
misperceptions (“I thought that flock of
seagulls were incoming nuclear weapons™).
Scott Sagan (1993), an expert on accidental
war escalation, has detailed many examples
of situations during the cold war in whicha
nuclear war almost occurred accidentally,
including a 1979 incident in which four dif-
ferent command centers reported a large
number of Soviet missiles heading for a full
scale attack on the United States. Emer-
gency preparations for retaliation were made
rapidly. Fortunately, however, an early warn-
ing center soon reported that no incoming
missiles existed. More recently, in 1995, the
Russians mistakenly thought that the test
flight of a Norwegian scientific rocket was
an incoming missile froma U.S. Trident sub-
marine off the coast of Norway. Russia’s 10
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minute launch deadline for retaliation had
almost closed before it was confirmed that
it was not in fact a missile. Norway bad
notified Russia of the launch, but the notifi-
cation never made it up the Russian chain
of command (Blair, 1999).

The Superpowers offered two pri-
mary rationales for building such large
nuclear arsenals: The need to continue to
modernize the arsenal and the need to pro-
tect each country’s citizens from a blinding
first strike. Large numbers of nuclear weap-
ons are arguably needed to deter a first-
strike because without large numbers an
enemy may be able to eliminate an entire
nuclear arsenal, with one strategically
placed attack. In this instance, deterrence,
the ability to discourage use by threaten-
ing devastating retaliation, is undermined.
Despite the fact that the cold war is over,
these two rationales continue to be the pri-
mary arguments for developing a large and
sophisticated nuclear arsenal.

Arms Control Between the Superpowers

In the 1980s, relations between the
Soviet Union and Russia began to thaw as
the two countries established political and
economic ties and substantially reduced the
size of their respective nuclear arsenals
through a series of arms control agreements.
Mueller (1989) even went so far as to argue
that the ties became so strong that there
was not a serious risk of war between the
U.S. and the Soviet Union.

Nuclear brinksmanship began to re-
verse when Mikhail Gorbachev became the
President of the Soviet Union. In 1987, the
U.S. and the U.S.S.R. signed the INF (Inter-
mediate Nuclear Forces) Treaty which elimi-
nated the deployment of many of the
nuclear weapons in Europe which could
have hit Russia within a matter of minutes.
The Treaty also banned all land-based mis-
siles with a range of 500-5,500 kilometers, In
1990, the two countries signed the multilat-
eral (CFE) Conventional Forces in Europe
Treaty which placed specific limits on US
conventional forces in Europe and Russian

force deployment in the flanking areas.
Flanking areas are simply the right or left
sides of a military formation. A flanking
maneuver is an attack from one or both of
these sides. To prevent this, the treaty
placed specific limits on the number of tanks
and artillery in Europe’s southem and north-
em flanks, as well as in Russia. This treaty
applies to many of the successor states of
the Soviet Union.

Under START (Strategic Arms Re-
duetion Talks) I, signed in 1990, the U.S.
reduced the number of its stockpiled weap-
ons by 1996 to approximately 8,000 plus
another one thousand tactical nuclear weap-
ons. And Russia reduced its to approxi-
mately 6,000. Russia is continuing to dis-
mantle tactical nuclear weapons with assis-
tance from the U.S.

During the Cold War, in order to en-
sure bombers would be able to retaliate in
the event of a first strike against America, a
portion of the U.S. bomber fleet flew 24 hours
a day, seven days a week, three hundred
sixty five days a year. In 1991, President
George H. W. Bush ordered the nuclear
bomber force operated by the Strategic Air
Command to “stand down,” meaning that
they no longer had to be on constant alert
for a nuclear attack stay airborne. He also
reduced the number of targets in the Single
Integrated Operational Plan (SIOP), an ex-
baustive list of nuclear targets that would
automatically be it at the outbreak of a
nuclear conflict. At the time of Bush’s or-
der, the list which at the time had about
12,500 targets!

In 1993, Presidents Yeltsin and Bush
signed START II. Start II was ratified by
the U.S. Senate in March of 1997 (all trea-
ties have to be ratified by the Senate) and
by the Duma (Russia’s Parliament) in June
of 2000. This treaty commits the U.S. and
Russia to having a total of no more than
3000-3500 warheads by 2003. Russia has
conditioned its ratification of START IT on
the U.S. not deploying missile defense and
not expanding NATO to include the Baltic
republics.
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In 1993, the U.S. and Russia signed
the Moscow Declaration, agreeing that they
would not target missiles at one another.
The missiles are now targeted at the ocean.
This is not particularly significant because
the missiles can be retargeted in minutes,
but 1t does prevent an unintentionally-launched
missile from hitting each respective country.

In November 1997, President Clinton
signed Presidential Decision Directive 60
(PDD 60). Although the document is legally
classified, it has been leaked that the docu-
ment directs the military to abandon Ronald
Reagan’s strategy of preparing for a pro-
tracted nuclear conflict and instead directs
the military to prepare for nuclear arms re-
ductions.

The nuclear arms control measures
adopted by the U.S. and Russia were widely
viewed as positive signs of the declining
risk of a nuclear catastrophe. By the early
1990s, a chorus of voices argued that the
risk of nuclear confrontation had receded
into history and that a new age of peace,
where military resources conld now be de-
voted to economic and humanitarian needs,
was among us. In recent years, even more
radical proposals for de-alerting nuclear
weapons (Blair, 1995), abandoning our first
use doctrine (Goldblatt, 1997), developing
only a limited nuclear arsenal of a couple of
hundred weapons (Turer, 1997), and even
complcte nuclear disarmament (Schell, 1998;
Walker, 2000) have been advocated.

Rogue Threats to U.S. Security

Critics of proposals to limit the devel-
opment of the U.S. nuclear arsenal, and pro-
ponents of military modernization and mis-
sile defense systems, have defended the
need for modernizing and expanding the size
of the U.S. nuclear arsenal by focusing on
the threat of “rogue’” states to U.S. secu-
rity. In particular, these advocates have fo-
cused on countries that are developing
nuclear, biological, and chemical (NBC)
weapons. These states include Iran, Irag,
and North Korea.

The Preliferation Threat from Iran

There are a number of reasons to be-
lieve that Iran is trying to develop nuclear
weapons. The first reason is that there is
10 apparent rcason for Iran to pursue a ci-
vilian nuclear program since it is a country
rich in oil and gas resources. Although Iran
claims that it is trying to save all of its oil
and gas resources for export, Iran’s sup-
plies are so plentiful that it is hard to be-
lieve it needs nuclear power to save re-

sources, The second reason is that much
of the research Iran is doing has applica-
tions toward nuclear weapons development.
For example, Cordesman (2000, p. 9) cites
Iranian research on the uses of tritium, the
covert nature of its program, and clandes-
tine efforts by Iran to obtain U.S. nuclear
weapons designs, as evidence that Iran is
actively pursuing a nuclear weapons pro-
gram.

Beginning in 1979, the U.S. imposed
a series of bilateral economic sanctions on
Iran, including freezing overseas assets, limi-
tations on bilateral trade, and sanctions on
investments in Iran’s energy sector. In ad-
dition to bilateral sanctions, the U.S. has
also sought to apply sanctions on any com-
pany investing in Iran’s energy sector. In
1996 Congress passed the Iran-Libya Sanc-
tions Act (ILSA) which has been contro-
versial due to its extraterritorial reach (un-
der the act, the U.S. can sanction other
countries that do business with Iran). Qur
European allies have vehemently rejected
application of U.S. law to their business
dealings, and President Clinton was forced
to waive the sanctions on European inves-
tors to avoid seriously damaging trade rela-
tions with the European Union. The U.S.
also has sought to impose sanctions against
nations providing dual-use technology to
Iran such as Russia. Although Russia has
fought these sanctions primarily out of eco-
nomic self-interest, they raise an important
point. Bccause Iran is a signatory to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), Russia be-
lieves the transfer of nuclear technology is
justified as long as Iran maintains transpar-
ency in their peaceful nuclear encrgy pro-
grams.
Relations between the U.S. and Iran
have been tense since 1979 when the Ira-
nian people overthrew the U.S.-backed Shah
and installed a fundamentalist Islamic gov-
emment, headed by the Ayatollah Khomeni.
Shortly thereafter the U.S. Embassy was
seized and American citizens were held hos-
tage for over 400 days. Since the release of
the hostages, formal diplomatic relations
between the two nations have been sev-
ered.

Both countries have a number of com-
plaints about the other’s behavior. Iran re-
sents what it considers U.S. interference in
its domestic affairs, whether through its past
support of the Shah or its current export of
its culture. Many of the older leaders still
view the U.S. as the “Great Satan” and are
vehemently opposed to normalizing rela-
tions with their sworn enemy. Iran also re-

jects what it considers a double standard in
U.S. treatment of Israel and Iran. America
refuses to condemn lsrael’s undisclosed
nuclear weapons and aggressive military
tactics, but paints Iran as a threat to the
regional order. The U.S. has several con-
cerns regarding lran, including its sponsor-
ship of international terrorism and its oppo-
sition to the Arab-lsraeli and Israeli-Pales-
tinian peace processes.

There are a couple of specific dan-
gers posed by Iranian nuclear proliferation.
First, Iranian acquisition of nuclear weap-
ons may lead to pre-emptive strikes by Iran
because Iran fears that the nuclear weap-
ons will be used against them. Second, it
could lead to belligerent Iranian aggression
in the Gulf as Iran would now have confi-
dence that its nuclear arsenal would deter
retaliation. This would also undermine U.S.
power projection capabilities in the Gulf
because the U.S. would fear a nuclear at-
tack if it engaged in aggressive action
against Iran.

The Proliferation Threat from Iraq

U.S. efforts to arrest the Iragi nuclear
program have included direct military cam-
paigns and economic sanctions. In 1991,
the U.S. went to war with Iraq.to evict the
Iragi army from Kuwait. Iraq’s terms of de-
feat included complete dismantlement of its
non-conventional arsenal (NBC weapons).
'T'o monitor Iraqi compliance, an inspection
rcgime called the United Nations Special
Commission (UNSCOM) was created in ac-
cordance with U.N. Security Council Reso-
lution 687. Although the U.S. targeted only
two potential nuclear weapons facilities
dunng the Gulf War, inspectors who went
to Iraq under the terms of the cease-fire
found 21 nuclear weapons production fa-
cilities!

While Iraq pledged to comply with
the terms of Resolution 687, it is widely be-
lieved that Iraq has systematically worked
to undermine all efforts of the international
community to dismantle those programs and
has actively sought to sustain its nuclear
weapons program. Today, the exact status
of the Iragi nuclear program is not well un-
derstood since there have been no inspec-
tions for the last three years. In November
of 1997, Irag expelled many UNSCOM in-
spectors and completely kicked out all in-
spectors one year later as U.S. policy was
coming under fire from Scott Ritter, an
American UNSCOM inspector who re-
signed because he believed that the Clinton
administration was holding UNSCOM back



from de-nuclearizing Iraq. Inthe mean time,
U.S. war planes have continued to patrol
the no-fly-zone (NFZ) above Iraq (estab-
lished after the Gulf War) and periodically
engage in air strikes at Iraqi military targets
In addition, the U.S. has maintained a rigor-
ous set of economic sanctions aimed at pre-
.venting Iraq from acquiring the economic
resources it needs to produce nuclear weap-
ons.

In the short-term, at least, Iraqi efforts
to acquire nuclear weapons and the means
to deliver them are somewhat limited. The
sanctions regime, and the military bombing
campaign, have all but eliminated Iraq’s
nuclear infrastructure. If the sanctions were
to be lifted, however, many scholars argue
Iraq could easily build a nuclear weapons
arsenal. Since there is deteriorating inter-
national support for the sanctions regime,
this is a real possibility.

The Proliferation Threat from
North Korea

From 1980 to 1987, North Korea oper-
ated a graphite-moderated reactor. This
reactor was capable of expending enough
uranium fuel to produce 7 kilograms of plu-
tonium annually. This is enough to pro-
duce a single nuclear bomb. In 1989, North
Korea shut down its reactor for 70 days.
U.S. intelligence believes during this time
the North removed the spent fuel rods from
the reactor in order to separate the pluto-
nium. In May 1994, North Korea shut down
the reactor again. This time removing about
8,000 fuel rods, which could reprocessed to
produce enough plutonium for four to five
bombs per year. In 1992, Han Blix, the head
of the IAEA, visited North Korea and re-
ported that North Korea did have a repro-
cessing plant and was preparing to build
another.

The U.S. has engaged in ambitious
efforts to restrain North Korea's develop-
ment of nuclear weapons. In 1994, the U.S
made a deal with North Korea to supply it
with two light water nuclear reactors by 2003,
organize financing for the project {largely
from South Korea and Japan) and replace
the energy lost from North Korea’s existing
reactors with heavy fuel oil (about 500,000
metric tons a year). In exchange North Ko-
rea agreed to shut down its
graphite-moderated reactor. The Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) has
oversight of the shut-down and the stor-
age of existing nuclear fuel. This project is
set under the rubric of the Korean Energy
Development Organization (KEDO) (http:/

www.kedo.org/default.htm), a multilateral

organization that is run by the United States,
South Korea, and Japan. South Korea and
Japan are to provide most of the financing
for the construction of the reactors.

The reason that this shift in reactors
is said to reduce the risk of North Korean
proliferation is that light water reactors are
much easier to monitor. North Korea’s
graphite-moderated reactors use natural
uranium, which North Korea did not have
to import. Light water reactors use enriched
uranium, which North Korea must import
because it does not have enrichment capa-
bilities. Since North Korea will have to im-
port the uranium, the outside world will be
able to watch how it is used. Also, with a
graphite-moderated reactor it is easier to
remove a single fuel rod once the rod has
enough weapons-grade plutonium. Since
the fuel rods in light water reactors have to
be changed in large groups, North Korea
would have to shut the entire plant down to
use the fuel rods. Shutting-down an entire
plant is easy for intelligence officials to
monitor,

Sustaining the KEDO agreement with
North Korea has been difficult. In 1994, Kim
11 Song, the long-time leader of North Ko-
rea, died. This caused a very slow transi-
tion which some feared would produce
massive instability in the region. In Au-
gust of 1998, the world watched in horror as
the North tested a ballistic missile by shoot-
ing it over Japan, In the wake of North Ko-
rean saber rattling, it has been very difficult
to sustain Congressional support for the
KEDOQ project, which requires an annual
appropriation of aid for the purchase of
heavy fuel oil and food aid. Despite efforts
to stop further ballistic missile development,
North Korea is today considered to have
an advanced missile program, and it has
been reputed to have sold missiles and mis-
sile component to Iran and Iraq.

With the change in administrations,
U.S. policy toward North Korea remains in
limbo. After the 1998 missile test, President
Clinton appointed former Secretary of De-
fense William Perry to conduct a thorough
review of U.S. policy toward the Koreas.
Perry recommended that the U.S. lift a ma-
jority of its economic sanctions in exchange
for North Korean abandoning its missile
programs. Clinton implemented this recom-
mendation with executive action, despite
some opposition in the Congress. At first,
the Bush administration appeared to balk at
further engagement with North Korea along
the lines of the Perry recommendations.
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During a summit visit from South Korean
President Kim Dae-Jung, a few short weeks
after his inauguration, President George W.
Bush indicated that he would not continue
missile talks with North Korea, Atthe time,
Bush said that North Korea was not living
up to its agreements with the U.S, although
ke did not specify which agreements or in
what ways he thought those agreements
were being violated. However, as this ar-
ticle is going to press, the administration
appears to be retreating from the harsh
thetoric of its initial stance as it continues
to shape its foreign policy toward North
Korea.

If North Korea were to build a sub-
stantial nuclcar arsenal, this could set-off a
number of undesirable consequences. First,
North Korea may feel emboldened to attack
South Korea. Second, this may drive his-
torical adversaries of North Korea, such as
Japan and South Korea, to develop their
own nuclear weapons. Since these coun-
tries have their own adversaries, this could
spark a region-wide race to acquire the
bomb. Third, it could undermine the cred-
ibility of the Non Proliferation Treaty (NPT)
and other arms control measures. Fourth,
it could spur global proliferation if North
Korea were to sell its bombs or technology
to other countries. Finally, a North Korean
nuclear arsenal would pose a direct threat
to the U.S. Launched on one of its ballistic
missiles, a nuclear device could present a
threat to the continental U.S, (CONUS), par-
ticularly Alaska.

The Proliferation Threat from
Other Countries

There are several other countries
whose nuclear status falls into one of sev-
cral categories. First, two other countries
deserve to be included as high-risk states,
Although references made to threats to the
U.S. from “rogue proliferators™ are usually
made in with respect to North Korea, Iraq,
and Iran, other countries, such as Libya and
Syria, have also sought to acquire nuclear
weapons. However, most serious discus-
sions do not consider these countries to
possess a threatening nuclear infrastruc-
ture.

A second category are those states
which once possessed or sought to pos-
sess nuclear weapons, but have since elimi-
nated or remunciated their nuclear programs,
The most prominent of these states is South
Africa which dismantled its six nuclear
weapons in the early 1990s. This is also
true for Argentina and Brazil which mutu-
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ally halted efforts to acquire nuclear weap-
ons in the mid-1990s when they agreed to
the Treaty of Tlatelolco. In addition, former
Soviet states such as Belarus, Kazakhstan,
and Ukraine cooperated with the removal
of nuclear weapons from their territories af-
ter the collapse of the Soviet Union.

A third category are those states
which possess nuclear weapons and/or the
ability to assemble thiem, but have not
signed the NPT. Israel is almost universally
thought to possess over one hundred
nuclear weapons, but they have not de-
clared their capabilities (they haven’t told
anyone). The most recent entrants into the
nuclear club are India and Pakistan which
declared their nuclear weapons capability
when both tested nuclear weapons in May
of 1998. It is notaltogether clear, however,
whether either nation has actually deployed
nuclear weapons, although both are be-
lieved to be capable of assembling at leasta
dozen on short notice.

Finally, there are many states which
have commercial nuclear infrastructure yet
have signed the NPT as non-nuclear states
and do not possess nuclear weapons. Most
prominent among these states are South
Korea, Germany, Japan, and Taiwan which
could develop nuclear weapons, but are
unlikely to do so as long as the U.S. contin-
ues to pledge to protect their security.

So, the nuclear threat from “rogue”
states generally consists of potential threats
from Iran, Iraq, and North Korea. These
states not only have to develop nuclear
devices, but also the means to deliver them
to the CONUS, which gencrally requires the
. development of sophisticated ballistic mis-
sile technology. Of course, it is possible
that these countries could equip the mis-
siles with chemical or biological warheads,
rather than with nuclear warheads, but the
development of these weapons requires that
countries not only surmount similar tech-
nological barriers, but also develop the
means to sustain controlled dispersal of
these agents. And, once these countries
acquire the appropriate technology, they
also have to have the will to use them
against an overpowering conventional and
nuclear superior U.S. arsenal.

Regardless of whether or not the
weapons are actually used against the U.S.,
nuclear proliferation does increase the dan-
gets of a regional nuclear war for a number
of reasons. First, countries will be tempted
to preemptively strike new proliferators.
Second, new proliferators will be tempted
to strike with their small nuclear arsenals

before they lose them via preemption by
another country. Third, many new
proliferators continue to have long stand-
ing border conflicts with their neighbors that
could simmer over into a nuclear exchange.
Fourth, new proliferators lack stable politi-
cal leaderships which is always a recipe for
disaster. And finally, a lack of a developed
nuclear infrastructure with adequate safe-
guards and precautions makes nuclear ac-
cidents more likely.

Of course, some scholars (Waltz, 1995)
are more optimistic about the spread of
nuclear weapons. Such advocates remain
confident in the ability of deterrence to pre-
vent a regional nuclear exchange, and in-
sist that states will act rationally and will
not risk nuclear suicide.

The U.S. - Global Arms Race

Despite what appears to be a limited
threat, efforts by 3+ “rogue” states to ac-
quire WMDs continue to drive public argu-
mentation over U.S. nuclear and conven-
tional force policies. For example, the need
to protect the U.S. from these states (and
other “unknown” threats) was an effective
argument strategy for critics of the Com-
prehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). The
CTBT was a treaty submitted to the U.S.
Senate for ratification which would have
prohibited all testing of U.S. nuclear weap-
ons if it had passed in the Fall of 1999.
These types of arguments have also car-
ried the day in Congressional deliberations
over funding for the development of new
earth-penetrating (“bunker buster”) nuclear
weapons, as well as in military debates fo-
cused on expanding the list of countries
targeted by U.S. nuclear weapons
(Kristensen, 1997). Such rationales also
have driven arguments in favor of the need
to develop missile defenses and increase
U.S. military control of outer space.

Despite the demonstrated track record
of these arguments for propping up what
President Eisenhower once called the “mili-
tary-industrial complex” (MIC), some ob-
servers believe that there may be occasion
for optimism. For example, Isaacs (2000) has
suggested that the prospect of restraining
the growth of military spending during the
Bush administration may be more realistic
than it might seem. His sanguinity rests on
a few observations. First, Republicans in
Congress are more likely to support a Re-
publican administration that favors arms
control. Second, many of Bush’s nominees
to top national security posts—such as Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell—are relatively

liberal. And, third, during the campaign,
Bush seemed to support nuclear reductions
well below START 1T levels as well as plans
to de-alert U.S. nuclear weapons. And, much
to the chagrin of the military’s top brass,
Bush announced early on that there would
be little to no budget increases for the mili-
tary in the short term.

However, while each of these claims
contains a grain of truth, many of the
administration’s early policies, as well as the
rhetoric used to justify these policies, of-
fers far less reason for hope. There is at
best a division within top administration
officials along ideological lines. There are,
indeed, some liberal-minded officials high
up in the administration like Powell. How-
ever, there are just as many, if not more, died
in the wool cold warriors which reveals the
administration’s hawkish pedigree. For ex-
ample, National Security Advisor
Condoleeza Rice seems to have influenced
many of the elements of the seemingly hard-
line foreign policy trajectory charted by early
administration actions. Similarly, Secretary
of Defense Donald Rumsfeld—a long-time
proponent of missile defense and space
weaponization—has been a forceful, and
somewhat successful, advocate of conser-
vative approaches to defense as evidenced
by his efforts to push missile defense de-
spite substantial opposition around the
globe. Inaddition, the Republican controlled
Congress, has passed legislation that pre-
vents the president from taking U.S. forces
off of high alert or reducing forces beyond
Start I levels, making Bush’s campaign
pledges largely imrelevant. And, even if
Bush were to secure Congress’ support to
reduce the size of the nuclear arsenal or
change nuclear doctrine, efforts to modern-
ize the arsenal by developing “bunker-
buster” nuclear weapons and deploying
missile defenses would only serve to
strengthen the power of the MIC while
largely offsetting any international influ-
ence gained by quantitative reductions in
the U.S. nuclear arsenal (Hitchens, 2001,
Kerry & Hartung, 2001)*.

There are several reasons why other
countries—even U.S. allies in Europe and
Asia—vigorously oppose U.S. efforts to
modemize its nuclear arsenal and build bal-
listic missile. First, many countries perceive
these systems to be a direct threat to their
national security. Just as the U.S. views
military modernization in other countries as
a threat, these countries view U.S. military
modernization as a threat. Second, other
countries believe that U.S. efforts to develop




new weapons systems are inconsistent
with its preachings on the importance of
arms control and weapons reduction efforts.
These actions undermine the credibility of
U.S. pledges and commitments internatiopal
non-proliferation efforts (Lodal, 2000).
Third, the development and deployment of
missile defenses are seen as negating the
deterrent capabilities of other countries,
which only forces them to develop more
sophisticated and larger arsenals in order
to offset the missilc defense system
(Drogin, 2600).

In fact, many of the hard-line mea-
sures undertaken by the U.S. in the name of
preventing the use of weapons of mass de-
struction by rogue threats have arguably
resulted in an overall reversal of U.S, de-
nuclcarization policies undertaken at the end
of the cold war. Although 1nany elements
of U.S. foreign policy designed to prevent
the spread and use of NBC weapons are
directed at these rogue states, they have
the unintended, yet real, potential to seri-
ously damage, even fracture, U.S.-Russian
relations and resurrect latent, yet still dan-
gerous cold-war behaviors. And, dcspite
the fact that Russian may lack the economic
resources needed to compete with the U.S.
in a new nuclear arms race (Sokolsky, 2001),
arenewed hostility in U.S.-Russian relations
may undermine Russia’s willingness to co-
operate with U.S. efforts to control the
spread of nuclear, chemical, and biological
weapons technologies as well as other
forms of smaller weapons, such as light
arms—a source of hundreds of thousands
of deaths around the globe. Moreover, de-
teriorating relations could encourage Rus-
sia to putits weapons on high levels of alert,
substantially increasing the risk of an acci-
dental nuclear war.

Ironically, despite the euphoria gen-
erated by the end of the cold war, the U.S.
stands at the threshold of the 21* Century
faced with the real prospect of single
handedly igniting a more dangerous, dev-
astating, and deadly cold war than the one
from which we have just escaped. U.S. mili-
tary modernization policies backed by the
rhetoric of rogue threats risk re-inscribing
cold war practices in ways that may prove
more catastrophic than previously imagined.
Only this time, a U.S. victory is substan-
tially less certain because the moral author-
ity of anti-communism, which served as a
unifying rationale for U.S. allies across the
globe during much of the 20" Century, has
disappeared. U.S. foreign policy decisions
made in the next few years will go a long

way toward determining whether or not the
world can escape the tragedy that was so
precariously averted just a few years ago.

Efforts to Limit the Use of NBC

Debates on how to limit the risk of
NBC use have generally focused on two
distinct approaches: soft-line and hard-line
approaches. Soft-line measures include de-
lerting nuclear weapons, pledging not to use
them first in a conflict, stopping nuclear test-
ing, abandoning nuclear weapons all to-
gether, and engaging “rogue” states such
as North Korea and Iran. Most advocates
of these approaches propose these policies
in the context of arms control agreements
that would be signed between the U.S. and
other countries, including Russia. Such
arms control agreements would have to in-
clude both verification and transparency
measures in order to prevent cheating.

At the other end of the scale are hard-
ine measures. These policies primarily in-
clude efforts to modernize the U.S. nuclear
arscnal and use it to deter NBC use, par-
ticularly against the U.S. One excelient ex-
ample of a hard-line measure is the devel-
opment of earth-penetrating nuclear weap-
ons, Missile defense systems, though not
hard-line in the same way that nuclear force
modemization is, may even be considered
more hard-line because such systems rely
on military means to deter and prevent the
use of NBC weapons.

Advocates of these two divergent
approaches generally divide along conser-
vative/liberal lines. Although there are a
range of views within both parties, Repub-
licans tend to favor more hard-line ap-
proaches and Democrats tend to favor more
soft-line approaches. It was the Republi-
cans, for example, that defeated the Clinton
administration’s efforts to gct the Senate to
ratify the CTBT.

Measures to limit the use of WMD
are not limited to hard-line and soft-line
policies, however. Foreign aid, for example,
is commonly used to discourage countries
from developing nuclear weapons and to
assist countnies with their own nuclear se-
curity. The U.S., for example, promised to
deliver billions of dollars in heavy fuel 0il in
exchange for a commitment from North Ko-
rea not to build a nuclear reactor whose tech-
nology could also be used to build a bornb.
The U.S. also has provided assistance to
Russia both to employ Russian scientists
so that they will not go to work for coun-
tries that are interested in building nuclear
weapons and to provide physical security
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for existing nuclear warheads and materials
so that those warheads amd materials are
not stolen by terrorists,

Other types of foreign assistance in-
clude aid to enhance the stability of the
nuclear arsenals in other countries, These
measures include the provision of Permis-
sive Action Links (PALS) which make it dif-
ficult for non-authorized users to detonate
nuclear weapons, distribution of eatly warn-
ing satellite data so that other countries will
not fear being “blinded” during a crisis and
be tempted to launch their own nuclear weap-
ons, and the sharing of command and con-
trol technology to enable countries to al-
ways have stable control of their nuclear
arsenals. Although Sagan (1993) argues
that there are inherent limits to any safety
mechanisms, efforts to enhance the stabil-
ity and security of nuclear arsenals do re-
duce the risk of nuclear use.

The Bush Administration and
U.S. NBC Policy

Shortly after taking office, the Bush
administration announced that it would be-
gin the Congressionally mandated Nuclear
Posture Review {NPR). The NPR requires
the President to review all elements of the
U.S. nuclear arsenal, determine the contin-
ued utility of the existing nuclear doctrine,
and make recommendations for revising stra-
tegic doctrine. A similar review was con-
ducted by the Clinton administration in
1994, under then Secretary of Defense Les
Aspin, although it recommended few,
changes from previous practices. Most
commentators do not expect radical changes
from the Bush administration. Although
reductions in the absolute numbers of weap-
ons are possible, nuclear modemization is
likely to continue unabated.

The Assumptions Behind Proposed
Changes in U.S. Nuclear Policy

The focus of U.S. NBC policy has
largely shifted away from reducing the risk
of nuclear war between the U.S. and the
former Soviet Union toward reducing the
risk of acquisition and use of NBC by smaller,
“rogue” nations. Advocates of both soft-
line and hard-line approaches base their
advocacy on the assumption that a change
in U.S. policy will have a significant impact
on weapons development by other coun-
tries,

Soft-line advocates make two critical
assumptions. First, they assume that the
security of other countries is so determined
by actions taken by the U.S. that reductions
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in weapons development by the U.S. will
significantly impact the decisions to build
weapons by other countries. Second, they
assume that international agreements
backed by good faith will be largely effec-
tive in getting other countries to resist mili-
tarization.

While these assumptions are some-
what appealing, they are difficult to defend.
Pure intuition sprinkled with a little dose of
history and a healthy dose of pragmatic re-
alism casts serious doubt on the first as-
sumption. For example, Pakistan and India
are strident enemies and have been so fora
long time. In May of 1998, India tested five
nuclear weapons, Despite extensive diplo-
matic lobbying and cajoling by the U.S,,
Pakistan followed with its own series of tests
two weeks later. There really can be no
doubt that Pakistan’s decision to test nuclear
weapons was driven by what India did. In
this instance U.S. persuasion ran into a brick
wall. Even if the U.S. had eliminated all of
its nuclear weapons after the Indian test,
this would have done little to protect the
security of Pakistan, and subsequently de-
ter Pakistan’s entry into the nuclear club.
Similarly, Arab states such as Syria and
Libya will always seek to develop their mili-
taries in order to protect themselves from
Israel, regardless of U.S. actions. Itis fool-
ish to believe that “all” other countries will
be persuaded by U.S. magnanimity.

In addition, there is considerable
doubt over the assumption that institutional
arrangements can curtail efforts by states
to protect their own security by building up
. their own arsenals. Although liberal insti-
tutionalists (e.g. Keohane, 1989) argue that
verifiable arms control agreements and
transparency measures will always work to
offset state insecurity, realists compellingly
argue that these measures will never over-
come the need for states to protect thern-
selves and seek relative gains over other
states (Greico, 1988). Colin Gray (1992}, for
example, has argued persuasively that arms
control agreements will always fail because
states will be driven to cheat to protect their
own security interests.

Hard-line proponents have similar dif-
ficulties defending their assumptions. Hard-
line proposals are based on several assump-
tions including the belief that states will act
rationally in the face of superior military
power; that countries can not easily offset
U.S. gains by developing more sophisticated
arsenals; and that heightened risks of in-
stability and accidents will offset any secu-
rity gains caused by an enhanced ability to

deter. Allof these assumptions have come
under attack. For example, Gray (1998) has
argued that the history of global conflicts
proves that deterrence is a complete failure.
Although this argument is proposed in the
context of conventional deterrence, as there
have not been examples of nuclear deter-
rence completely failing, there is no real
proof that nuclear deterrence works. Just
because it is true that reliance on nuclear
deterrence hasn’t caused a nuclear war, it
isn’t necessarily true that deterrence has
helped avertnuclear conflict. In fact, it might
be argued that luck is what averted nuclear
war during the Cold War,

Deterrence theories are built upon the
notion that people are rational creatures,
who are capable of accurately perceiving
the environment in which they exist (Cox,
1986). If State A decides to use deterrence
posturing, it does so because it believes
State B will accurately perceive and intet-
pret State A’s actions. As many authors
have noted, this does not always work. An
adversary might find the actions overly ag-
gressive, or the deterrer might become blind
to the severity of the threats they are mak-
ing. The resultis an accidentally provoked
conflict, arms racing, and support for other
destabilizing measures (Gray, 1998),

Deterrence also relies on concepts of
rationality that may not apply in all con-
texts. Nuclear deterrence can only work if
those with the decision-making abilities in
two different countries are unwilling to ac-
cept the total destruction of their own soci-
eties that will likely come about if a nuclear
war ensues. 1f someone were to rationally
conclude that that is an acceptable, or even
a desirable, consequence, then nuclear de-
terrence would cease to function (Martel,
1998).

Finally, proposals to provide aid as
an incentive to discourage the development
of nuclear weapons are also not free from
criticism. Inducements in the form of aid,
only end up holding the U.S. hostage to
NBC politics while severely damaging .S,
prestige around the globe (Henriksen, 1999).
Moreover, aid can be diverted easily and
usually ends up propping up comrupt gov-
emments and further fueling their efforts to
improve their military capabilities. This is
particularly true of assistance that goes to
enhance the security of existing nuclear ar-
senals,

Conclusion
For years, efforts to limit the use of
NBC weapons focused on limiting the use

of nuclear weapons between the U.S. and
the Soviet Union. Today, these efforts have
been tempered and redirected by new chal-
lenges posed by concerns about the po-
tential development and use of NBC weap-
ons by “states of concern” such as Iran,
Irag, and North Korea. As the discussion
has shifted from how to reduce the risk of
nuclear use between the U.S. and Russia to
how to deter and prevent these new pow-
ers from acquiring and using NBC weap-
ons, conventional arms control approaches
have been abandoned as cold war relics.
Consider, for example, the contention by
missile defense advocates that the 1972
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty has outlived
its usefulness. Apparently, in the post-cold
war world, the rhetoric of the “states of con-
cern” can go a long way toward consigning
a once proud symbol of Superpower coop-
eration to the scrap heap. Today, American
policymakers seem to have little faith in the
exhaustive efforts of their forebears to limit
the development of NBC weapons.

Yet, despite the cries from the left that
U.S. policy is poised to abandon the stun-
ningly successful architecture of decades
of hard work at the arms control bargaining
table, the difficulties inherent in miting NBC
use through soft-line approaches cannotbe
overstated. These approaches assume mis-
takenly that the U.S. alone drives global
militarization patterns and that liberal insti-
tutional arrangements can overcome the
need for states to protect their own secu-
rity interests and the desire to seek relative
gains over their adversaries. Meanwhile,
simply handing out more foreign aid in the
hope that it will dissuade would-be
proliferators from their efforts has its own
set of problems.

History shows that few of the exist-
ing approaches to limiting the risks of NBC
use have substantially improved the secu-
rity of the U.S. or any other regional power
for that matter. Yet the grim reality of the
road ahead is precisely the reason why it is
so encouraging that high school students
throughout the country will be wrestling
with these issues for the 2001-2002 academic
year. In classrooms throughout the coun-
try, policy debaters will be engaged in a
cooperative learning effort to navigate the
treacherous waters of U.S. nuclear policy
with the hope of finding some new, bold
approaches.
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! Weapons of Mass Destruction are
usually defined as NBC weapons. The
WMD term, however, does include broader
uses, including land mines, light arms, and
some sanctions, so | have chosen to be more
specific by referring to NBC weapons.

2 The Soviet Union dissolved in 1991
and the land mass is now made up of a num-
ber of independent countries. Russia has
inherited all of the NBC weapons of the
Soviet Union and is the focus of U.S. diplo-
matic energy. Alexander Putin is the Presi-
dentof Russia. Although the United States
recognizes the threat of chemical and bio-
logical weapons from a number of “states
of concern,” U.S. nuclear policy is primarily
driven by the threat to deter the use of
nuclear weapons. Nuclear weapons are
therefore the focus of this essay.

3 “Rogue” states are now referred to
as “states of concern.”

4 For a defense of nuclear force mod-
emization, see Payne (2001) and Wall (2001).
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Michelle Tornberg SD 1,810  Zachary K. Garen MN 1,621
Kathleen Curtis ND 1,756  Roy Hanks OK 1,619
Catherine R. Bell KS 1,754  Andrew Cheyne MN 1,619
Ajay Gupta OK 1,752  Roger Flores KS 1,618
Japa Pallikkathayil MO 1,761 JayP. Sokolovsky MN 1,617
Germaine Hunter CO 1,749  Brooks Reeves WYy 1,615
Anjan Choudhury TX 1,743 Austen Irrobali ™ 1,613
Brian Muegge MO 1,738  KevinLamb TX 1,612
Jesse Matson MN 1,736 Albert Giang CA 1,612
Daniel Shivapour A 1,735  Lynette Womack KS 1,611
Ami Arad CA 1,733  Gabe Cook MO 1,610
Jonathan Carr AL 1,730  Joey Bradley MO 1,610
Winthrop Hayes ) 1,727 Heath Dixon TX 1,606
Ben Walker KS 1,724  CaseyHoward IN 1,606
Laura A. Fernandez FL 1,722  Mahrad Almatahari OR 1,604
Anton Ford CA 1,721  Amanda Boles MO 1,600
Joe Williams ™ 1,714  Rebecca Justice IN 1,600
Bridget Kustin CA 1,709  ChaseWren ™ 1,597
Sujata B. Barai IN 1,696  Clarence Webster lll MS 1,596
Ben Johnson MO 1,696  Michael K. Erickson NM 1,596
Zach Rieken MO 1,695  Krissie Hodges TX 1,596
Caleb McDaniel T 1,694 Matthew L. Case WA 1,596
Jessica Bailey MN 1,693  William Viestenz ND 1,596
Joshua Hedrick MO 1,682  Sanjay Kumar MN 1,594
Ryan Knowles CA 1,688  Adam Lauridsen CA 1,694
J.V. Reed OK 1,680  JeffNath sSD 1,593
Brian Shephard SD 1,676  GrantMcKeehan KS 1,580
Scott Howard T 1,675  Michael L. Benson 1A 1,589
Sam Halabi KS 1,674  Matt Good MO 1,589
Matthew Brennan NY 1,674  Courtney Nunns KS 1,587
Edward K. Sebelius KS 1,673  J.Robert Willard, Jr. MO 1,586
Jesse Nathan KS 1,663  Robert Gratzer X 1,586
Keith A. Ulmer KS 1,662  John Morley ur 1,585
Pat Schott SD 1,661  Nathan S. Walker KS 1,585
Jennifer Aime MN 1,654  Matt Bender IN 1,584
Doug Miller KS 1,660  Shavonne Smith ™ 1,584
Adam Zelmer SD 1,647  James Fleming ND 1,581
Brett Harvey MS 1,645  JessicaYarnall sD 1,580
Emiliano Rodriguez ™ 1,642  Jennifer Saunders KS 1,578
Marie Tomberg SD 1,640  Gabe Rosenberg IN 1,578
David Coates MN 1,640  Travis Stanton SD 1,576
Steven R. DuBois KS 1,634  Bethany Kenny MO 1,575

L—————




ANNOUNCING
THE
18TH ANNUAL

CRESTIAN CLASSIC

FORENSICS TOURNAMENT
JANUARY 18TH - 2QTH, 2002

PINE CREST SCHOOL

FORT LAUDERDALE & BOCA RATON,
FLORIDA

A FEW REASONS TO ATTEND THE 2002 CRESTIAN CLASSIC:

1) The beautiful south Florida weather,
2) Nationai-quality competition, over 50 schools from 10 states,
3) The Crestian Classic guarantees six preliminary rounds and cuts to
Double-octos in L-D Debate, Octos in Policy Debate, quarters in I. E.’s,
And six two-hour sessions that cut to a Super Session in Congress,
4) A quality-controlled judge pool A judges are coaches, college forensics
students, or trained community judges,
5) The Crestian Classic is 2 Tournament of Champions qualifier in Lincoln-
Douglas Debate (all semi-finalists and finalists qualify),
6) Two sweepstakes trophies are awarded, ore for individual events and one for
overall competition,
7 Competition ends early on Sunday afternoon to allow for ample time
to sightsee and enjoy the beach.
For Invitations & Registration Materials
Mail Requests to: Calli Tucker Curtis: E-Mail Tucker Curtis:
Tucker Curtis School: (954) 492 -4190 moncurl@msn.com
1501 N. E. 62 St FAX: (954) 492-4190 tcurtis@pinecrest.edu

Ft. Lauderdale, FL. 33334 Home: (954) 481 2163




2001 Nationals

Videos

expand your travel and instruction budget. Give every

@5 student the visual advantage of seeing the NFL Na-
¢! tion Tournament final rounds! The National Foren-
|| sic League will receive a significant royalty from

il every tape sold.
Payment or Purchase
Order

REQUIRED!

Choose Carefully!
Selection errors are the
purchaser’s responsibifity.

Dale Publishing Co.
PO Box 5!
Greenwood, MO 64034

FAX ORDERS AND INQUIRIES TO :
816-623-9122

j oréer Ferm

Name Description Year

Cross-Examination Debate $74.95
Address Lincoln-Douglas Debate $74.95 ¥

Original Oratory §14.9%

Foreign Extemp 314.954‘_
iy United States Extemp $T4._9_—5_:-'__1

(omplete Fackage (All 5 Videos) $350.00
State - Zip Supp. Events (Ex Comm./imp./Exp. Spig) $?;4;9i___

Awards Assembly ' sM‘JLJ
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2001 Nationals

Videos

.......-.0-

»
.
.
.
.

Name

i every tape sold.

Video allows you to truly

lass” _;é;

Order
REQUIRED!

Choose Carefully!
Selection errors are the

purchaser’s responsibility.

expand your travel and instruction budget. Give every
—==m student the visual advantage of seeing the NFL Na-
tion Tournament final rounds! The National Foren-

. sic League will receive a significant royalty from

Payment or Purchase

Dale Publishing Co.

PO Box 51
Greenwood, MO 84034

FAX ORDERS AND INQUIRIES TO ;

816-623-9122

Grder Form

Description

Year

Cross-Examination Debate

Address

Lincoln-Douglas Debate

Originaf Oratory

City

Foreign Extemp

United States Extemp

$74.95

State

Zip

Complete Package (ANl 5 Fideas)

$350.00

Supp. Events (Ex. Comm./Imp./Exp. Spkg)

$74.95

Awards Assembly

$74.95

B



THEBESTOF TH

This exciting series of videos offers some of the
best NFL performances ever given. Each tape in-
* cludes TEN winning speeches! We exclude 1st and
2nd place winners; however we include some of the
very best final round contestants. This variety of
subject matter will challenge your students and pro-
vide insight into what it takes to be a “Nationals* fi-
nalist. EACH TAPE IS $49.95

BEST BUY FOR THE SSS

VOLUME 11

Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1990-1996  Item No. BR 1004
Best of the Rest in U.S. Extemp 1990-1996 Item No. BR 1005
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1990-1996  Item No. BR 1006

VOLUME I

Best of the Rest in Original Oratory 1983-1989  Item No. BR 1001
Best of the Rest in U.S. Extemp 1983-1989 Item No. BR 1002
Best of the Rest in Foreign Extemp 1983-1989  Item No. BR 1003

[ NELS GREATEST AITS

See the winners of NFL National final rounds. Here, for the first time, are
the best together on one tape. See first and second pace winners in individual
events and the final rounds of Lincoln-Douglas debate. This teaching tool will
significantly improve your classroom instruction and your student per-
formances. EACH TAPE IS §49.95.

ONL
$49. g0
Best of Original Oratory 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1015
Best of U.S. Extemp 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1016
Best of Foreign Extemp 1992-1994 Item No. VB 1017
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1993-1994  Item No. VB 1018
VOLUME III
Best of Original Oratory 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1010
Best of U.S. Extemp 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1011
Best of Foreign Extemp 1989-1991 Item No. VB 1012

Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1989-1990 Item No. VB 1013
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1991-1992 Item No. VB 1014

VOLUME II
Best of Original Oratory 1986-1988 Item No. VB 1006
Best of U.S. Extemp 1986-1988 Item No. VB 1007
Best of Foreign Extemp 1986-1988 Item No. VB 1008
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1987-1988  Item No. VB 1009
VOLUME I
Best of Original Oratory 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1001
Best of U.S. Extemp 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1002
Best of Foreign Extemp 1983-1985 Item No. VB 1003

Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1983-1984  Item No. VB 1004
Best of Lincoln-Douglas Debate 1985-1986  Item No. VB 1005




Megan Bartle,
Top Individual
point-getter

Yasmin
Mashoon,
Top Orator

SPEECH

Communication Matters

o Focand it lom
J'_“ g_\
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MeCutchoon = Schiffer « Witoff

013351
This best-selling textbook, gba Kv#e\i v\Randy McCutcheon and Joe
Wycoff, combines an emphasis 0\4 eMic am\i personal responsibility with
practical advice that actually works. Speech: Communication Matters is
now available from Glencoe/McGraw-HIIl.

For More Information, Call 1-800-334-7344

[ Glencoe

H McGraw-Hill A Division of The McGray Hill Camparies |
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Announcing the Premiere Edition of the

C T C’s

“Congress Tournament of Champions”

Over the past 5-7years, Student Congress has evolved into one of the largest, most competitive events on the forensics circuit. The
time has now come to honor those students (and their coaches) who achieve success during the regular season by presenting a well-
Tun, prestigious, special-event-filled Tournament of Champions exclusively presented for Student Congress!

Hosted by the founders of the Harvard National Congress, with an Advisory Board made up of coaches from across the country, you
can be assured that the CTOC’s will be an outstanding event. *COACHES: If you are interested in being part of the Advisory Board,
please email us through the web site listed befow.

CTOC Logistics

WHAT: The Premiere Edition of the Congress Tournament of Champions
WHERE: Nova Southeastern University in Fort Lauderdale, Florida
WHEN: Thursday through Sunday, April 18-21, 2002

Registration: Noon to 3 pm, Thursday. Special Events Thursday night. Sessions begin on Friday.
WHY: To honor students and coaches for their regular season success at major Student Congress events
WHO: Students, Coaches, Judges, and Parents who qualify for a bid (see below for qualification details)

How to Receive a Qualifying Bid to the CTOC’S

As with the L-D and TD TOC’s, in order to receive a bid to attend CTOC’s, students must attatn TWO “LEGS” (or components of
qualification)by achieving ANY TWO of the following results:

Finish in the TOP 6 at Congress tournament with 48 or more legislators

Advance to the SUPER SESSION at a Congress tournament with 72 or more legislators
Advance to the SEMI-SUPER SESSION at a Congress tournament with 100 or more legislators
Advance to the SEMI-SUPER SESSION at the Harvard National Congress

Qualify to attend the NCFL Grand National Tournament

Qualify to attend the NFL National Tournament

In order to receive the CTOC Official Confirmation, you must send us a copy of the results sheets that verify both legs of
qualification. To GUARANTEE your acceptance to the tournament, you must also include a check that covers registration fees.

The Evening Arlantic Ocean Cruise

YOU GOTTA BE THERE!

On Thursday night, from approximately 5:00 pm until 12:00 am, you are invited to attend one of Florida's finest traditions: The
Evening Ocean Cruise. It takes place on a beautiful Cruise Ship with plenty of fun for all ages. There will be music, dance floors,
discos, game rooms and much more for young people. Those 21 and older can also enjoy the full casinos and lounges on board.
There is also the famous, lavish buffet included. The cost for the cruise, which includes bus transportation to and from the
Tournament Hotel, is $64.95. Students must be accompanied by an adult chaperope!

Official Tournament “Resort & Spa.” Fees, and Additional Information

We are thrilled to announce that the Wyndham Resort & Spa, an absolutely beautiful hotel property , will be serving as our official
Tournament Hotel. The CTOC rate, for up to four in a room, is an affordable $85! The registration fee for the CTOC"s will be $75 per
entry. One qualified judge is required to accompany each school’s delegation, regardless of the number of legislators. A limited
number of hired judges is available at $50 per uncovered student. For all the details on the CONGRESS TOURNAMENT OF
CHAMPIONS, please visit our web site at

www.forensics2000.com

CTOC Information will be available
on the Web Site on November 1, 2001
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THE 200 CLUB

(Chapters with 200 or more members and degrees)

Myers Park HS .. DO e L. | SO - |
Kansas City-Oak Park HS cirvrmenrnnrmaesneens MO . 293

Liberty Sr. HS i, 288
Nevada HS.......... 284
Flathead Co. HS .. rereereersnersnnesresssnenses M civciniiinrreeieees e 281
Homewood- Flossmoor HS T | 1.

Perry HS .....cceevveeeeene
Hutchinson HS ...... 277
Ankeny Senior HS .... 276
Mullen HS ...ccvecveeneee 275
Milton Academy .. 274
Chaminade HS ........... 272
Albuguerque Academy Sl
Sarasota-Riverview HS.. e 271
Portage-Northern HS...... e 271
Truman HS ...oovvrvvenreene o o
Mars Hiill Bible School ..cvecvvrcerececviinniiien temsrerisenstennennenennes 200
Gilmour Academy .......ccccceiriimveinmincarrrraeserrnins ...266
Greeley-Central HS ............ 266
Youngstown-Mooney HS... canan 200
Lamar Consolidated HS ........covcevivnmnirvcnnrns T X iiiiiiiniicsiccinninnnnnn. 265
Manhattan HS ... T L T Ty |
Pueb!o—Cenlenmal HS . ...-264
Fort Scott HS ................ 264
Millard-West HS ..........cccceeees 262
Norman HS .....cciiiiennonn. 261

...278

Garden City HS .......cinivernirnnnnens e 259
Canton-Glenoak HS Career Cir .. 258
Jordan HS ..o 257
Portage-Central HS... LM 255
Vestavia Hills HS ................ v 254

San Antonio-Churchill HS..
Eldorado HS .. e 250
Gregory-PortIand HS - e 250
Olathe-South HS ............. .. 249
Tulsa-Washington HS ... ... 249
Wooster HS ......ocoeiiiienee e 247
Ashland HS..... .. 247
Foothill HS .. e 248
The Montgomery Academy .. 245

251

Ronald Reagan HS ........c..o.0e 245
Austintown-Fitch HS...... 245
Southside HS .. . 241
Rapid City- Stevens HS ...... 241

Lee’s Summit HS ..
Grapevine HS ..
Howland HS..
Ind'pls-North Central HS
Bakersfield HS .. i
Shawnee Mlssmn South HS
Academy of the Holy Names
Sioux Falls-Washington HS ...
McPhersen HS .....coocverenneenes
Bozeman HS ...
Rosemount Sr. HS .......

RN HS cnmnniamini |
Dulles HS ........ 231
Plano Sr. HS ............. see. 230
Niles-McKinley HS ... ...229

238
e 238

.. 237
235
..235
234
234
233
i 232

.. 231
231

Wellington HS ........... 228
Golden HS ....... 228
Humble HS .. 228

Mountain Vlew HS
Greendale HS ..
Hillcrest HS..
Sherman Oaks CES e
The Harker SChool ....ccvveivvieseeeeesereesvesieenens

e 227
-

Great Falls HS ..o v ssre e
Redlands HS ...,

Dayton-Oakwood HS ......

Goddard HS ...cvvvevvveenee

Valley Center HS ......
Canen EMVHS wonsmanmuimmimisais
Acton Boxborough Reg HS ...

Michael Krop HS ..

Kansas Cﬂy-Rockhurst HS
Olathe-East HS ..
CarmelHS ...............
Topeka-West HS ...
Roseville Area HS ...

La Porte HS ... irsnerssnes s e s ne e

Salina-Central HS ..

Kickapoo HS ...........

Dobson HS .. crverirerrenrntenis B e 212

Idaho Falls- Skylme HS
West Des Moines- Valley HS
Jersey Village HS ..
Marguette Umversuy HS
Yankton HS ..
Springfield- Centrai HS
Fleld Kindley HS ..
Wichita-Campus HS
Centennial HS ...
Hayden HS .......
Lexington HS ......ccoerinnennn
Great Falls-Russell HS ...
Walker HS ...

Derby HS..
St. Joseph- Central HS
Logansport HS ..

Stow Munroe Falls HS
Belleville-East HS ............
Forest Lake Sr. HS ...
Fargo-Shanley HS ....
Yucaipa HS ............
Clovis-West HS ..
El Cerrito HS ..........
Bishop Miege HS ...
Salina-South HS.....

Vermillion HS ......coccoveevvveeee.
Battle Ground Academy
Amarillo HS .. .

St. Cloud Apollo HS

ueen City

Nationals

Charlotte-Mecklenburg
Schools

June 16 - 21, 2002

EEE



D‘EB‘ATE PRODUCTS AND PUBLICATIONS FROM..

BIG SKY DEBATE

Policy Debate Casebooks

v Four well-researched volumes on the Weapons of Mass Destruction Topic.

v Electronic and Print Defivery- You choose what is best for your squad and budgst.

¥ Annotated Briefs- Selected Affirmative Cases and Negative Positions are annotated to give readers
more detail why certain evidence is used. Big Sky Briefs are an exceptional tool for novice debaters

_ and less experienced ceaches.

¥ Gurrent Researchs QU tesgarch is new to the topic, i tacycled backfiles. You will receive no cards
from the Russia or China topic! :

qu Sky UPDATE

v" Big Sky UPDATE is our debal& evidence and positions newsletter that features the newest evidence
and position updates every two weeks, delivered to your email box.
v’ An excellent value at $18 dollars; compare to other less-frequent services &6 $50 doilars or more!

Big Sky Debate Lincoln-Douglas Updates

¥" Our Lincoln-Douglas Updates offer a combination of unique value and exceliént research. Let the other
companies send you books padded with philosophy backfiles~ we focus-or delivenng you briefs on the
actual topic.

v'  Briefs delivered for each of the NFL debate topics.

v Briefs quaranteed in your email box within 7 days after the release of the topic.

¥ 20-25 pages (or more!) on each side of the topic.

What can you expect from Big Sky Debate?

¥ An experienced research staff, responsive to the needs of the debate comimunity
¥ Convenient customer sarvice
¥ Outsfanding products available at a reasonable pnice!

For more information:

http://www.BigSkyDebate.com
orders@bigskydebate.com

Big Sky Debate
PO Box 4294
Helena, Montana 59604
(406) 495-0246
(413) 622-5863 (Fax)

“Maybe where there's clarity of air, there’s clarity of thought” -Chet Huntley
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LARGEST NFL CHAPTERS
2000 - 2001

L HOUSTON-BELLAIREHS X 649
C: Mr. David Johnson & Mr. Jay Stubbs

2 LELANDHS CA 623
C: Ms. Gay Brasher

3 JAMESLOGANHS CA 543
C: Mr. Tommie Lindsey, Jr.

4, GABRIELINO HS CA 1
C: Mr. Derek 1. Yuill

5 PARK HILLHS MO 53
C: Mr. Don Crabtree

6. BRONX HS OF SCIENCE NY 520
C: Mr. Richard B. Sodikow

7. INDEPENDENCE-TRUMANHS MO 509

C: Ms. Christine Adams
8 WATERTOWNHS

C: Mr. Donus D. Roberts
9, WASHBURN RURAL HS

C: Ms. Cynthia Burgeit
10, BLUEVALLEY NORTHHS

C: Mr. Max H. Brown

SD
Ks 498
Ks

11. CHESTERTON HS IN 485
L
QO
NY

489
C: Mr. James Cavallo

12, DOWNERS GROVE-SOUTH HS
C: Ms. Jan Heiteen

483

13. CHERRY CREEK HS 475
C: Ms. Peggy Benedict
14. REGISHS 465
C: Mr. Eric DiMichele
15. MIRAMONTEHS CA 458
C: Ms. Sandra Starke :
16. PLYMOUTHHS IN 448
C: Mr. Dave McKenzie
17. APPLETONEASTHS W1 441
C: Mrs. Debra L. Weiher-Traas/Mr. Michael Traas
18. PATTONVILLEHS MO 438
C: Mr. Randy Fierce/Mr. Don Schulte
19. SIOUX FALLS-LINCOLNHS SD 415
C: Ms. Kim Maass
20. EVANSVILLE-REITZHS N 408
C: Mr. Brandon D. Coshy
21. EASTVIEW HS MN 402
C: Ms. Jennifer McCarty
BLUE VALLEY NORTHWESTHS KS 397
C: Mr. Douglas W. Neill
BLUEVALLEYHS KS 306
C: Mr. Chris Riffer
MILLARD-NORTH HS NE 392
" C:Mr. Terry Peterson
25. EAGANHS MN 386
C: Ms. Joni Anker
26. APPLEVALLEYHS MN 384
C: Mrs. Pam Cady WycoffiMr. Joseph Wycoff
27, BLUE SPRINGS HS MO 384
' C: Ms. Sherri L. Shumaker
28. GLENBROOK-NORTHHS 1L 377

C: My. Ted W. Beich

J



LARGEST NUMBER OF NEW DEGREES
2000 - 2001

1, HOUSTON-BELLAIRE HS TX 276
C: Mr. David Johnson & Mr. Jay Stubbs

Z. LELAND HS CA 261
C: Ms. Gay Brasher

3 BLUE VALLEY NORTH HS KS 229
C: Mr. Max H. Brown

4, PARK HILL HS MO 223
C: Mr. Don Crabtree

5. GABRIELINO HS CA 220
C: Mr. Derek L. Yuill

6. INDEPENDENCE-TRUMAN HS MO 204
C: Ms. Christine Adams

7. CHERRY CREEK HS co 203
C: Ms. Peggy Benedict

8. CHESTERTON HS IN 190
C: Mr. James Cavallo

9. BEN DAVISHS IN 189
C: Mr. Harold Max McQueen

10. CHEYENNE-CENTRAL HS WY 185
C: Mr. Nick Panopoulos

11. PUEBLQ-CENTENNIAL HS cO 183
C: Mr. David M. Montera

12. DOWNERS GROVE-SQUTH HS IL 179
C: Ms. Jan Heiteen

13. WASHBURN RURAL HS KS 179
C: Ms. Cynthia Burgett

14, NORMAN HS NORTH OK 175
C: Mr. Jim Ryan

15. PLYMOUTH HS IN 167
C: Mr. Dave McKenzie

16. BLUEVALLEY HS KS 165
C: Mr. Chris Riffer

17. REGISHS NY 163
C: Mr. Eric DiMichele

18. MODESTO-BEYER HS CA 163
C: Mr. Ron Underwood

19. PERRY HS OH 159
C: Mrs. Kathleen A. Patron

20. PATTONVILLE HS MO 159
C: Mr. Randy Pierce/Mr. Don Schulte

21, BLUE SPRINGS-SOUTH HS MO 154
C: Ms. Georgia Brady

22. BRONX HS OF SCIENCE NY 153
C.: Mr. Richard B. Sodikow

23, WATERTOWN HS sD 152
C: Mr. Donus D. Roberts

24, HIALEAH HS FL 151
C: Dr. Michael Kesselman

25. MYERS PARK HS NC 150
C: Mr. Andrew West

26. RONALD REAGAN HS TX 150
C: Mr. Joseph Johnson

27. IOWA CITY-WEST HS IA 149
C: Mr. Scott Wunn/Ms. Kathleen D. Hamm

28. SIOUX FALLS-LINCOLN HS SD 148

C: Ms. Kim Maass




The Joy of Tournaments

www.joyoftournaments.com

A comprehensive computer solution for managing speech tournaments

s Integrated solution supports both debate and individual
q events in a single software package
simple point-and-click operation
entries, drops, substitutions at any time
tracks and schedules cross entries
drag & drop sectioning and pairing
assigns judges and rooms
flexible tabulation rules
« sweepstakes calculations
on-line context sensitive help
e website option for online registration and results
unlimited rounds, sections, events, divisions, flights
= automated registration
e calculates entry and drop fees
e tracks selections for interpretation events
P e runs on Windows 98 or Windows 2000

ol

i

T L’R‘I_E'I‘IYB d

.r l‘ l-‘{:'i"
i"fthE

The Joy of Tournaments has now been used at over 60 tournaments. The software provides over 100 separate
reports and includes full documentation (over 400 printed pages). View a sample website (with online
registration) at www.joyoftournaments.com/tourneys/sample.htm

For additional details and licensing information:
- visit the website at www.joyoftournaments.com or email info @joyofiournaments.com
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e ‘,!‘-"‘m —H '"': e e
5 NFL Ciakt Poinl Rucarr

NFL Squad Manager [ "= el |
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b

a Windows 98/2000 application allowing you to i
= track points for each student in your chapter

» automatically calculate credit points (assigning
the proper points for each rank, win, and loss)
= produce Credit Point Record sheets i
summarize results by tournament —_— o bt
produce chapter point record reports S | e ___1 0

A

provide tournament “sign-up” sheets T e s

print tournament entry forms N, o e ]_{

] A R g

4
:
e B T O
:

Y
S e T
additional information available online at e L e T l [
www.joyoftournaments.com/nfl ——

Order a copy of NFL Squad ] ) P 1 = R 6=
Manager today for $35. — s _ ""37
The Joy of Tournaments
PMB 232 Email: info@joyoftournaments.com
5109 82™ Street, Suite 7 Phone: (806) 773-0162
Lubbock, TX 79424 Fax: (617) 507-8574
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ALASKA
HAINES HS
LUKE HEDRICK

ARIZONA
PHOENIX-CENTRAL HS
IVAN ARAGON
MARY COKER

CALIFORNIA

BELLARMINE COLLEGE PREP

SAMEER LALWANI
REDLANDS HS

DEREK LANTZ

TIGHE KAUTZ
SAN GABRIEL HS

FRANCIS CHOI
CLEVELAND HS

ANDREWBRAVER
SACRAMENTO-JESUIT HS

WESLEY LOOFBOURROW
DANVILLE-MONTE VISTAHS

AMY KATZEN

JAY HASH
LELAND HS

ALVIN RAJKOMAR

OMAR SHAKIR

RAGHQV THAPAR
MT CARMEL HS

ZATHRINA PEREZ
MIRAMONTE HS

SIMON BERRING
SHERMAN OAKS CES

KEVIN KURIAN
JAMES LOGAN HS

DANJEL TRAN
CENTENNIAL HS

DAVID PIERUCCI

COLORADO
MULLEN HS
PAUL HUGHES
STEAMBOAT SPRINGS HS
BRYN WEAVER

FLORIDA
FORT LAUDERDALE HS
KEVIN SHATZKIN
NOVAHS
RANA YARED
SCOTT JACOBSON

HAWAI
KAHUKU HS
KEVIN GRIGSBY

IOWA
DAVENPORT-WEST HS
STEPHEN H. FRIEDERICHS
CLARKE COMMUNITY HS
MIKE ROPELLA

IDAHO
IDAHO FALLS-SKYLINE HS
JONATHAN D. KINDEL
NATALIE M. COOK

ILLINOIS
GLENBROOK-NORTH HS
LAKSHMI SRIDHARAN
GLENBROOK-SOUTH HS

STEVEN ABRAMOWITZ

OKLAHOMA
TULSA-WASHINGTON HS
JOE POLLAK
NORMAN HS
SARAHABIB
BISHOP KELLEY HS
ROB GOINS
MOUNDS HS
NAOMI LLOYD

OREGON

LAKERIDGE HS

DANIEL SUSSMAN
ASHLAND HS

PAUL BINGHAM
GRESHAM HS

MEGHAN ROBERSON
GLENCQE HS

BRANDON FRANK
WILLAMETTE HS

ROBERT GIBSON

PENNSYLVANIA

DERRY AREA HS

ANDREW KLOSKY
PITTSBURGH-CENTRAL
CATHOLIC HS

BRENDAN BOWES
CATHEDRAL PREP SCHOOL

CHRIS DESANTE
BETHEL PARK HS

DAVID WALBERT

KELLY R. DUTTINE

QUAD RUBY STUDENTS
(FROM MAY 1, 2001 TO JULY 31, 2001)
INCIANA MISSOURI
COLUMBIA CITY HS SENECAHS
BRETT MOCK CALEB GALLEMORE
CHRYSLER HS NEOSHO HS
SETH KINNETT HEATHER COBB
AN RUCKER
TINA BRADFORD
KANSAS WEST PLAINS HS
MCPHERSON HS MIKE TULLY
ANDREW RICHARDS INDEPENDENCE-TRUMAN HS
INGRID GUSTAFSON CHARLES HOLT
WELLINGTON SR HS GENNY VANHORN
DUSTIN NEWBERRY KANSAS CITY-OAK PARK HS
NEWTON HS EVAN ABSHER
CHRISTINA COLLISON JOSH JOHNSON
HUTCHINSON HS LISA SALADING
LINDSEY BUSCH PARK HILL HS
MICHAEL BRETCHES VICTORIAROBERTS
GREAT BEND HS LEE’S SUMMIT HS
ALAN MCFANN SHANNON MACDONALD
DERBY HS PARKWAY-SOUTH HS
MARTHA MOON MICHELLE ZOLMAN
GARDEN CITY HS SEAN PHELAN
KATHRYN FRANZ NEVADAHS
PARSONS HS CHELSEA BESSEY
MELANIE HANSEN AURORA HS
MANHATTAN HS BRANDON BURKHART
ELIZABETHR. SANDERS  CAMDENTON HS
HAYS HS ELIZABETH ICENOGLE
KRISTEN SEIBEL
PRATT HS
EVAN CONDICT MISSISSIPPI
WICHITA-CAMPUS HS GREENE COUNTY HS
TABITHA J. WILLIG ROUN MCNEAL
WASHBURN RURAL HS
ELIZABETH SCHEPKER

JEFF RECTOR
VICTOR R, PETTY IV
BISHOP MIEGE HS
MARTIN SCHMIDT
VALLEY CENTER HS
TIMHARDER
CANEY VALLEY HS
GREG PARRISH
LYONS HS
MARK LIPPELMANN
T.C. EASTMAN
FREE STATEHS
MATTHEW HERBERT
LITTLE RIVER HS
ANDREW WILCOX
JAMES SPEAKMAN
SOUTHEAST HS
AMANDA NEEDHAM

MASSACHUSETTS
SHREWSBURY HS

CAITLIN BUCKLEY
SACRED HEART HS

PETER DODD

MICHIGAN
PORTAGE-NORTHERN HS
ANDY SIVAK
PORTAGE-CENTRAL HS
CHENIN KILDUFF
CHRISTY OSOWSKI

MINNESOTA

SOUTH ST PAUL HS

SAMANTHAEVANS
ST THOMAS ACADEMY

DARRIN GAMRADT

SCOTT PHILLIPS
AUSTIN HS

JASON BASKIN
COON RAPIDS HS

BILL DALSEN
EDINAHS

DAVIS PARKER

LAUREN CAPP
EAGAN HS

JOHN EGAN

NORTH CAROLINA
MYERS PARK HS

ANNABELLE PEREIRA
ASHEVILLE HS

HUNTER PALMER

NORTH DAKOTA
FARGO-NORTH HS
DURBA MITRA
FARGO-SHANLEY HS
TIFFANY YING

NEBRASKA
LINCOLN-EAST HS
THOMAS DUNBAR

NEVADA

RENO HS

BARRON ERNST
BONANZA HS

AUSTIN BONNER
MCQUEEN HS

TYLER ONITSUKA

JUSTIN RUSK
DOUGLAS HS

SAMANTHA GOLDSTEIN

NEW YORK
IONA PREP SCHOOL
ANDREW DEFEO

OHIO

YOUNGSTOWN-BOARDMAN HS

DANA DELORENZO

DAVID REDIG
CANTON-GLENOAK HS
CAREER CTR

DEREK J. DUBOSE
CRESTWOOQD HS

KEN PREWETT

TRUMAN HS
JESSICA NORTON
MEGHAN BELL
SARAH ROHAN
GREATER LATROBE HS
ALLAN EDWARDS
TRINITY HS
ELIZABETHDYE
JESSICADYE
JUSTIN WELCH

SOUTH CAROLINA
MAULDIN HS

J.D. SHIPMAN
SOUTHSIDE HS

JASON WEN

SOUTH DPAKOTA

HURON HS

JUSTIN BELL
MADISON HS

WAYNE BOOZE
WATERTOWN HS

JOHN RAPINCHUK

MIKE STOLP
YANKTON HS

BEN WILLIAMS
BROOKINGS HS

EMILY DUPRAZ
RAPID CITY-CENTRAL HS

MEGHAN CALHOON
SIOUX FALLS-LINCOLNHS

JEFF DIETRICH
GROTON HS

JESSICA L. MASON

MORGAN J. MCNICKLE
DEUEL SCHOOL

AMY FINNEGAN
SIOUXFALLS-ROOSEVELTHS

MARC ANDERSON

NICOLE BUSEMAN

TENNESSEE
DICKSON COUNTY HS
JOHN STEWART
NASHVILLE-OVERTON HS
KAISER FAROOQUE
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TEXAS
S FAUSTIN HS
SARFRAZ MAREDIA
GARLAND HS
BRYAN HARRIS
ERICAADAMS
PEDRUM MOKHTARI
SAN ANTONIO-LEE HS
MIKE ONGSTAD
SAN ANTONIO-MACARTHUR HS
MATT ACOSTA
CORPUS CHRISTI-KING HS
MUAZ ABUDIAB
AMARILLO-TASCOSAHS
RYAN LOVELL
TYLER-LEE HS
ADAM REED
ALIEF-HASTINGS HS
SUBIN VARGHESE
FRIENDSWOOQD HS
TIFFANY CHU
NEWMAN SMITH HS
REGAN HILL
BRYAN HS
JANELLE WEATHERFQORD
MARIESSA HERRMANN
GREGORY-PORTLAND HS
SANDRA MENDEZ
JERSEY VILLAGE HS
KEVIN LENNOX
ROUND ROCK HS
LAUREN KINCKE
LEWISVILLE HS
JOSHUA JOHNSON
TOM JACOB
CALEB WILLIAMS
TEXAS MILITARY INSTITUTE
STEPHEN BABB
GRAPEVINE HS
ASHLEIGH COLLINS
ORIJIT GHOSHAL
RIVERSIDE HS
ADRIANA ALEMAN
ALIEF-ELSIKHS
MANSOUR ABDULBAKI
NEIL PURI

VIRGINIA
BLACKSBURG HS
ARIEL SCHNELLER
HOLY CROSS REGIONAL
SCHOOL
MARY L. MCCANN

WASHINGTON
AUBURN RIVERSIDE HS
SALLY WHITE

WISCONSIN
SHEBOYGAN-SOUTH HS
CHAD FRIESE
APPLETON-WEST HS
ROBERT PROBST
HORTONVILLE HS
JEREMY HOFFMAN

WYOMING
CHEYENNE-CENTRAL HS
RACHEL J. CROCKER

RAWLINS HS
SETH ELLSWORTH
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CHAPTER NEWS

LET'S HEARIT FOR THE
LITTLE GUYS!

June E. Read from El Dorado High School, California writes........

In May, we had the privilege of
traveling to the California High School
Speech Association Championship
Tournament with six of our nine mem-
ber team. E1 Dorado High School which
is located in the foothills, east of Sacra-
mento, belongs to the Capital Valley
Forensic League, as well as the Sacra-
mento Valley Forensic League. In June,
the team will be at Nationals for only
the second time in history. You may be
asking what is unusual about this and
why is it in the Rostrum. Perhaps you
will find the answer in the following.

The team started in the fall of 1994.
Some old records were found that indi-
cated that ED HS had had a charter
before, a long time ago; however, as of
1994, the only activity in Speech was
the "outside speaks" for various service
clubs in the spring of the year. When I
was finally given the green light as a
walk-on coach, I drive to the school
thinking-what ifno one shows up? What
if no one is interested in a competitive
speech team? My daughter had often
said that speech activities were a natu-
ral high, why would anyone seek any
other means? I had gotten "hooked"
several years before when she asked
me to judge at a foothill meet. She
seemed to think because [ was an En-
glish teacher that I would be an "OK"
judge. Since I had a little time that
evening, | asked my daughterto "runa
case by me"! Two hours later my head
was swimming with affs and negs,
stock issues, rebuttals, and the eternal
time signals. [ went to the meet with
misgivings about my ability to fairly

judge, and I have missed few since that
dayin fallof 1991.

When I arrived in the classroom
of my novice co-coach, Mrs. Rosemary
Smith, I was surprised and pleased to
find five actual bodies who were inter-
ested in forming a speech team. There
was a Sacramento Valley Forensic
League meet in about ten days and with-
out looking back, I entered my newbies.
Of course, they could only enter one
event at the novice level; but after they
got over the shock, they dug in their heels
and came up with competitive pieces. I
didn't select or cut their pieces then, nor
do I now. At the first meet, the little
team set a precedent - we took two first
places. One of my students at that time,
Daniel Roth went on that year to qualify
for the CHSSA Championship Touma-
ment in fwo IE events TI and OI. The
team has sent qualifiers each of the fol-
lowing seven years.

Our team is a team, not a class.
The students receive no class credit for
their efforts. We meet once a week af-
ter school and practice as often as we
can. We are forever on email as I teach
at the middle school, which feeds into
the high school. The students set up their
own practice times for IE events - then
during a meeting they present their
pieces for critique or geta video of their
work to me. Members of this team
have been an eclectic group ever since
its inception. We have the nerd, the
cheerleader, the drama queen, the com-
puter geek, and a mixture of groups rep-
resented on the high school campus.
Although the team doesn't "hang to-

gether" on campus, when we travel as
ateam we become a close knit family.

We sometimes receive odd and
very unexpected reviews. When our
Duo team was going through a warm
up practice at the recent CHSSA Tour-
nament, a "roving judge" awarded them
top points for their presentation...in the
drama festival that was running concur-
rently.

Money is always a problem for our
team as I'm sure it is with others. The
school and the district does support our
travels, but we depend on community
involvement and support for the remain-
der of our funds. The students pay all
of their own entry fees during the tour-
nament and quals season. They select
and purchase their own books and/or
scripts. They purchase their own pins
and provide transportation to all tourna-
ments except State and Nationals. I
know that I put somewhat in excess of
1200 miles on my vehicle every year
for speech activities.

Often when the members of my
team are eagerly thumbing through the
Rostrum, their faces show disappoint-
ment when finding our league. We are
small in number, but on our team we
have as many degrees as the league
average. When they are discouraged, I
tell them to do the simple math. Teams
with 3 times over our number have the
same number of degrees as our little 9
member team. We are truly a small
school entry when we go to State and
National Championships, but we are
never recognized as such. Let's hear it
for the little guy! :
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Alan Devenish & Sunny Nerwinski
1stplace in Larli at Linfield

Duo Team collect the gold
Cary Vandever & Julia Martin

) Anna & Laura Hall
Take 1st place in Singletary, Linfield College

Alan Devenish & Chelsea Morris
Duo Team practicing while waiting at airport

Teamready for CHSSA competition
May, 2000 May, 2000
Jenny & Andre Taylor How we feel about our team!
make a great duo team




| Second Annual

National Jr. High Speech Tournament

Ockerman Middle held
Keotasks June 29 - 30, 2001
Atwood Lake Resort

Carrollton, Ohio

Carrollton Jr. High
Ohio

Overbrook Middle
School
Tennessee

Members of the e L TR
NJFL R R "\ Jefferson Middle
X School

California
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Top "3"

Duo Interp T0p 3
' Duet Acting

"P.r‘ af

(Overbrook); 3™ - Cranfield & Cranfield (Overbrook)

1*- Jeong & Merniman (Ockerman); 2™ - Eiek &
McNinch (Carrollton); 3™ -Little & Stolfa(Ardmore)

Top "3"
Dramatic Interp

Top H3 "
Humorous Interp

1% - Natasha Aguirre (Jefferson); 2™ - Bobbi Jo ﬂ N ] nd .
Wirkner (Carrollton); 3™ -Sebastian Steacher Top "3" 1*- Laura Hardy (Ockerman); 2" - Melissa
(Los Altos) p Cauner (Ockerman); 3™ -Ken Evans (Carrollton)

Prose & Poetry

Members of the
NJFL

1 1*' - Allison Calhoun (Overbrook); 2 - Skye
TOp 3 Austin (Ardmore); 3" -Micah Miller (Crenshaw) Top w3

Original Oratory Declamation

¢

[*- Rennay Cooke (Ockerman); 2™ - Keith Anderson 1= - Lindsay Maurer (Ockerman); 2™ - Michelle Ross
(Ockerman); 3" -Caidy Shepard (Overbrook) (Canfield); 3" -Rachel Thode (Ockerman)




LINCOLN FINANCIAL GROUP |
M Lincoln
Financial Groupe
UVIDEC CONTEST WINNERS

LFG Awards a $2,000 Scholarship LFG Awards a $1,000 Scholarship

New
LFG Video
Scholarship Contest
for 2002 will be
announced soon.

Watch the Rostrum

.
for details.
st : ; . . .
1 Place Winner Tiffany Yang 2r Place Winner Michael Kozminski
Fargo-Shanley High School, North Dakota Savannah High School, Missouri
Coach: Dr. Robert Littlefield Coach: Mr. Mike Pittman
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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: 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
L/D Debate: 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
Foreign Extemp: 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997 Do e e
S School No.
U. S. Extemp: 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
Debate: 2001 2000 1999 1908 1997 | Ship Date
Sets: $45 per set--Circle years ordered.
Order No.
Complete Sefs: 2001 2000 1999 1998 1997
Tapes @ $10 $
Complete Set(s) @ $45 $
All 4 Sets @ $170 $
Shipping ($1 per tape or $4 per set or $12 for 4 sets) $
Total $
GREAT PAST FINAL ROUNDS
Events Circle your Selections: $7 each; 3/$19; 10/$65
Oratory: 1964, 1965, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1971, 1972, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978,

1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988. 1989,
1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996
LD Debate: 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990,
1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996
Girls Extemp: 1967, 1968, 1969, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984
Boys Extemp: 1957, 1964, 1966, 1967, 1968, 1969, 1971, 1972, 1976, 1977, 1978,
1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984
U.S.Extemp: 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996
Foreign Extemp: 1985, 1986, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996
Debate: 1960, 1977, 1978, 1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, 1985 1986,
1987, 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996

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 ($1 per tape/ Address
$10 per Archival Set) $ City
Total $ ___ State Zip Code
Email Phone Fax

Mail to: NFL--Box 38--125 Watson Street--Ripon, Wl 54971--0038
Phone: (920) 748-6206 Fax: (920) 748-9478 Email: nflsales@vbe.com

7/01
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ANNUAL REPORT 2000 - 2001

This report summarizes the number of new members and degrees added by each chapter during the school year 2000-2001. itdoes 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 '01 designates the chapter rank as of June 30, 2001, The column *00 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 total returns to zero and begins a new record. The symbol ('93) indicates the last time a chapter won the Leading Chapter Award. A
school may not receive the Leading Chapter Award unless it has been a member for five years or five years has passed since last receiving the
award. If it lost its Charter or has been suspended or expelled or failed to add new members and degrees during the school year it is also ineligible.
A tie in the accumulated total for the Leading Chapter Award is broken in favor of the school which enrolied the greater number of new members and
degrees during that school year. This report does not contain the records of affiliate schools.

+Leading Chapter Award

#New or Restored Chapter *L ost or Suspended Charter

DEEP SOUTH CALIFORNIA COAST 9. 9, Bakersneld-nghlar:d (rat) z M
™M 00 Chapter Mew Total 01 90 Chapter New Toat 10 10 Bakersfleld-South {56) £ g
1. 8.  TheMontgomeryAcademy('S7) 01 341 1. B Leland{98) % ez 1 14 Sanger(96] ? Lo
2. 3. + Decatur (31) @ ® 2 3  Bellarmine College Prep. {97) & sm 12 12 Clovis(9z) .
3. 4. Hoover b M 3. 2. * Fremont (88} o 519 13 14 Golden West —
i 5 Henderson [86] s o7 4 4 * Cuperlino (T4) 0 465 14. 15, Bakersfleld-West (‘:EILS g T
5. 1.  SaintJames (‘95 B e 5. 8 + Saratoga (93} I 15. 16 Edlson-Computech (98} 2 s
6. 9. Vestavia Hllis (95) 7 23 6 5 * Presentation g 4 B A paleledial B
7. 1. Mountaln Brook ('96) B 15 7. 7. Homestead (89) M o2 7. 18 Fresnu-Hoo_v%r( ) z =
B. 8, " Holt['87) ] 173 B. 9, .51, Francls {82} 57 33 17. % Centennlal {00}
9. 10. Homewood ("92) 14 m 9. 10. Mountaln View 7 rsag
10. 132 Lamp 5 151 10. 43, TheHarker % 23 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
1, 12, Brookwood 8 M3 M. 14 Lynhrook{9g 8 22 U1 00 Chapter MNow Total
12 13 The Altamont School 6 10 12 1 Prospect(83) ® 17 1. 2. + MountMiguel (78) 9 w2
13 15, * ClayChalkville 0 & 13 12 LosGatos (95 N 1 2 4 Oceanside(74) P
14, - # Randolph Schoal 18 5 14. 15 Campbell-Westmont {'96) 15 7 3. 3 SanGorgonio (91} B 505
18. 16, # Indian Springs School {'99) 30 30 15. 1. Monta Vista ('00) 63 83 4. 5. * Upland 0 42
16. 1. Jefferson County | B ('00) kil 11 5, 7. Coltan ("95) n :3
CAPITOL VALLEY 6. & Fontana(81) A
ARIZONA 01 00 Chapter Now Total 7 11 Rediands(98) 04 27
1. 2. + DavisSr v a4 L0 [:%“":a( é’" i ’g‘ i
W W Chapter Maw ot 2. 3. RioAmericano L B BoniotasVIst:?N) S
1. 2.+ Phoenix Central 2 w3 4 Mansdlefss) Z 25 4. 12 Hoitville (93) = m
2. 4 MountainView ['93) ¥ s P % ek . 2 1 2 14 MuCamal(s) % 8
3. 3 Flagstaff % w0 > > JeiNoreCounty(S6) S W 43 15 RootandsEast Valley 5 185
4. 5. Brophy College Prep. ('84) Fal 487 7' : ado 14, 13 The Bishop's School 3 168
5. 7. RiverValley 48 1 « 8 GrnfteBay ; MM e 17 Claremont(99) 121 13
6. 8  Sunnyslope (91) ® a5 & 8 Sacramenio-Kennedy ('99) ® B & 18 * Hesperi 5 1B
7. 6. Chapammal M 9. - ¥ Sacramemo 5 n 17 1 San Dlegutto ("00} bl k3
8 9 Gibert 4 }2 1; g“?’?:;“w‘“su'”'*"’) ?1’ g T
g. 10. Buena 15 48 4 . al
3 Fed Mounisin 2 34 12 1 Nevadaunion (00) 5 % WEST LOS ANGELES
1. M. St Johns 0 34 01 00 Chaptor faw; Totl
12, 13, Mesa 23 a9 EASTLOS ANGELES 1. 2. * Van Nuy:s~8|rrn|ngham {7 0 541
13. 12 Salpointe Catholic ('80) 7m0 00 Chapter New Total & & ¢ '-°V°‘a(9°g ;'; g
18, 15 BlueRidge 6 2 1 2 + SanGabriel (95 mz g ¥ 3 ThousadCaE Y -
15. 46,  Sinagua 3 1 2. 3 SaaMarino(85) ® z5 L T SEmielb 74 Y
%6. 20,  Chandler ('96) s 13 3. 5 Alhambra('94) %5 48 I Onmomargu‘ at)s 452
1. 7. Globe 12 12 4 4  Rowland 4 wp & 5 Lodmckeslaniligl) o4
18, 18 OesertVista 2 18 5 7. Amcadia(9n 1m wr - % ATy f’”;"ef ] -
18. 27 Cortez (99} % 6 &  PolytechnicSchool fome % 8 " HoAmmeTEs s
2. 1.  Dohson (00} T 7. 1. Gabrlelino {O0) = = 9 A0 C'“ela“ 'éa ) % i
H. 2 Payson 3 8 8 8  Damien[9) 5 @m 16 02 Lamamiml T =
2. 24 Hamiton ¥ & 9 9  Schur(98) M @ koW R 2
2. 2. McClintock (98) D & 0. 0. Mark Keppel (99) 1 77 12 13 NotreDame (88}
24, 22 * Cemtennlal 0 " 13. 1. Sherman Oaks CES (100) 5 55
25 A Horlzon ('984)} 0 52 SAN FRAN BAY
25 1 Shadow Mountaln ('95) % 52 )
Z. 2. Cactus Shadows { B o3 o n 98y e Tea COLORADO
28, 2. * CoronaDelSol('97) 2 n 2 4 California n e w1 '00  Chapter New  Total
3 3. SanFran-St. Ignatlus {"80} o 649 b L it Cfreek - 2;3 ;19;
BIG ORANGE 4. 2. StVincent(B1) N e 2 A riMullen(81) 5 il
M 00 Chapler New Total 5 6 PlnaleValley(91) g ms 3 3 Damedidl % o
1. 2. Esperanza{s7} = 3% 6 7.  SanFran-Marcy N s 4. 5 Ampahoe(3) 5
2 5 + Sonora B WM 7. B SanFranWashington ('93) % o > 3 Cmney i
3 4 Katella(76) 7 29 8. 9. Head-Royce School B 503 6. 7. Pouglas ‘“”“Vh Y i
4. 8. BuenaPark{91) % 23 8. 10.  SanFran-Lowell (95) £ a0 7. 8 Highlands Ranc r o
5 10,  LosAlamitos (99) 128 10. 1. # Sonoma Valley & 5 8 B Rangeviaw
6. 8  Brea-Olinda [34) D 42 M. 12 * ElMalino 1 ms 2 W Colmblm(sy ;‘: =
7. 1. Cypress[00) F  F 1z 14 Danvilie-Monte Vists (98] 0 s W AL Semeeld s B
$3, 15 Jamestogan{9p) r xs W . Fauetawen : s
BIG VALLEY 4. 18 College Preg, School (37} 57 28 :2:{ 13 ::“d"'gseﬂm,)(m) N
W1 00 Chapter New Total 15 7. Amly T S G i Ridge 2 M0
1. 1. + Modesto-Beyer (96) 163 657 :'; "13- gla(f:""“’:'e({w 4‘; E 15, 15,  Denver-Lincoln (98} 5o
2 3. Johansen 51 350 . . errito 15: - # Grandview 13 b
3 4. Modesto-Downey ('90) 11 20 17. 17 Ealrvlew 99) k2 &7
SR guEdlson(3) st 2 SIERRA 18 7. Chatfield Sr. (98] 8 M
5 8. LodI['38} 8 150 01 00 Chapter New Total 19, 2 Smoky HIl (00} o @
€ 9. Stockton-Lincoln ('98) 4 15 1. 2. + Fresno-Bullard {8} ™ 20 19. Chapamal 9 )
7. 7. Modesto-Davis ('84) 0 18 2. 3 GarcesMemorhl B &3 ’
8 11.  Stocklon-St.Mary's ('95) 5 115 3. 4. EastBakersfleld 1z S
9. 10. BearCreek 2 07 4. 5 Clovis-West (‘94) B 24 ROCKY MOUNTAIN-NORTH '
10. ~- # Central Cathollc 2 5. 1. Fresno {85} u 420 01 00 __Chapter New TC:;
11, 12, * Turlock (97) 0 54 6. - # Stockdals 0o 287 1. 2{ + Skyline ('$0) 4 =
12. 2. Modesto '00) ¥ T T e Bllaman ®s g 2 4 Centaus i
§ 1af  Eeolipe o s 3 3. Loveland(81) xS

I T NN .,
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1.
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Base

1.
4.
15.
16.

-

tTaemNooapN=d

-
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=

Nonawnad

o0
5
2
4.
6.
3.
1.

9.
8.

.10,

12
13.
14.
18.
15.
17.
1.

o0
2

7

5,
3
4.
8.
9,
8.

8,
"
1z
14,
13
16.

15,
17

18,
19,

20.
22

Fra

23,
1

SapeppNsaRg

—_-
=y

00

AeNOmaABN

g

L

Greeley Cemntrat {'96)
Niwot {"31)

Moffat County ('93}
Wesiminster ('79)
Longmont ('82)
Ranum

Denver-North {'89)
Rocky Mountaln ('95)
Weld Central

Poudre (93]

Fort Collins {"99)
Thompson Valley ('97)
Northridge

Greeley West ('96)
Steamboal Springs {'00)
# Mountaln View

3®x

ROCKY MOUNTAIN-SQUTH

Chapter

—

{ +/Denvér-East (21)

- Arvada-West ('84)
Eaglecrest School
Standley Lake
Denver-West ('78)
Wheat Ridge ('98)
Bear Creek {'94)

* Regls Jesult{'77}
* Montbetlo Scheol
Lakewood {'97)
Denver-Washington ('96)

Pomona (94)
Golden {'99)
Arvada ('95)
Conifer
Evergreen ('00)

COLORADO GRANDE
-Chapter

.+ DanonClty ('88)

Pueblo-Centennlal {'91)
Palisade .
Widefleld {'84)

Lamar

# Central of Grand Juaction {'81)

Doherty ("88)
Durango ('94)
Grand Junctlon {88}
La Junta ('89)
Liberty

Delta

Pueblo County ('87)

Rye
Montrose (96}
* Montezuma-Cortez ('88)
# Puehlo Central ('79)
Alr Academy (95}
Sierra {'97)
Trinldad-Cathollc {'85}
LewisFalmer
Frulta Monument ('99)
# Mesa Ridge
Woodland Park {98}
Pine Creek
Rampart {'00)

FLORIDA MANATEE

Chapter

+ Fort Lauderdale
Taravella (96}
Unlversity School
Nova (197}
St. Thomas Aqulinas
Coral Springs
Stoneman Douglas
Plper
Holtywoad Hills ['92)
Pine Crest School ('00}
South Plantation ['99)

FLORIDA SUNSHINE

Chapter
+ Hillsborough

Lely
Acadermry of the Holy Names ('96)

Sarasota-Riverview ('98)
Pine View School ('95)
Tampa-Jesuit ('97)
Galther ('98)

Pensacola ('00)

FLORIDA PANTHER

Chapter

+ Martin County ('84)
Dreyfoos School of the Arts
Juplter
Trinlty Prep. School
Palm Beach Lakes {90}
Buchholz {'84)
Lake Highland Prep.

558
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282

g
g

10.
1.
12.

N )
geoaNonswnag

n.
12,
13,
14.
15.

eENonapNad

s
SpnRLRES

g

CENPEALN

=

PENILMEUNSG

pNonaLNad

9. Wellington ('98) 0
10. Cypress Creek .t}
<« # lLake Brantley 7
11. Royal Palm Beach 49
12 Johnl. Leonard 0
--  # Celebration School 5
1. Suncoast ('00) 78
SOUTH FLORIDA

‘00 Chapter New
5. + Hialeah ('76) 151
* Mlami Carol Clty Sr. 0

* Coral Gables Sr. {'82) 1]

13

Archbishop Curley-Notre Dame
Braddock

10. Michae! Krop

Belen Jesuit Prep.

9 Que Lagy of Lourdes Academy

1. North Mlami ("87)

12. Miami-Kilkian {'96)

4. Miami-Southridge ('99)

13. CoralReef Sr

15, Miami-Paimetto (98}

1. North Mlami Beach ('00)

2.
3.
4, Christopher Columbus
7.
6.

GEORGIANORTHERN MOUNTAI
‘00 Chapter
2. * Cemiral Gwinnett
3.+ Grady{'%)
4. Milton
5. Northwest Whitfleld
7. Gainesville {"35)
6. Calhoun {'91}
.

oHaNgof T HHouaZNBENA

14. Chattahoochee 118
Etowah ]
9. Westminster Schools ('97) <)
== # Evans 18
12. McEachern %
13 Brookwood {'98) s
M. Rome 3
16.  Cemennial ¥
15. South Gwinnett ('96) 0
1. Pace Acadermy {'99) 18
1. St. Pius X Catholic ('00) 9

GEORGIA SOUTHERN PEACH

‘00 Chapter New
2.+ Warner Robins {'82) 15
3. * Valdosta F: ]
6,  GlynnAcademy {93} b
7. Mc Intosh rel
. Fayette County 43
12 Carreliton (95} 4
8. * Houston County 0
9. Pike County 9
10, Dubtin 4
14. Benjamin E. Mays 3
13. Calro 7
15, Northside ('96) 2
17. Thomas County Central {'88}) 20
19, Woodward Academy {'99) 5
18, Mary Persons ('97) ]
-« # Camden County 13
1. Lee County ('0¢) 9
HAWAII
‘00 Chapter New
2. + lolanlSchool ('89) %
3. Aea 19
4, Unlversity Lab. School 17
5, Moanalua 17
6 Punahou School ('35} =
8 Kahuku 7
9. Damien Memorlal ["'93) 7
10. Radford {'97) 8
13. Sacred Hearts Acad. ('94) 16
12 Maryknoll ]
1. Honolulu-Roosevelt 3
.- # Mid-Pacific Institute 10
14, St. Francis 2
1. Kamehameha Schools ('00) 57
16. Mililani [
17. H. P. Baldwin {'98} 12
19. McKinley ('99) k3]
18. St.Louls ('96) 7
20, Hawall School for Girls 1
21, * King Kekaulike 0
-- & Word ofLike Academy 0
IDAHO
00 Chapter New
2. + Blackfoot (87) =
4. Idaho Falls-Skyline (*90) 65
. Snake River 45
T Hillcrest 113
S. Kuna 2
6. North Fremont ]
6 Nampa Sr. ('83) 2
9 Wood River 52

184
174
128
104

76

2B RE

Tolal
2655
Firs
n
7
198
191
188
183
165
134
134
123
19
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12.
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13.
14.
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.
13,
14.
15.

16.

‘00
2.
3,

4

5.
6.
7.
8.
10.
9.
1.
12

Idaho Falls-Bonneville {'91)
Righy

Twin Falls ('92)
Jerome

Centennial ('97)
Idaho Falls (*35)
Capital ('94)

South Fremant ('98)
Boise ('98)

Madlson {'60)
Pocatelio ('99)

GREATER ILLINOIS

Chapter

+ Beilevllle-West (91}
Heyworth (83}
Belleville-East {'97)
Crystal Lake-South
University {'84)
Red Bud
Paxton-Buckley-Loda
Pontlac Township (54}
Pekln Comm. {'98)

# Hamisburg

# Normal Community ('96)
Granite City Sr. {'99)
Freeport ('00)

ILLING

Chapter

+ Downers Grove-South ('36)
Homewaod-Flossmoor ('93)
Wheaton-Norih {'92)
Carl Sandburg
Oak Park-River Forest ('87)
Downers Grove-North {"88)
Thornten Township ('94)

* Romeoville
Thornwoad {'98)
Thoraridge ('97)
Reavis {'33)
Buffalo Grave {'00)

NORTHERN ILLINOIS
Chapter
+ Mew Trler Twp. ('95)
Glenbrook-South [94)
Deerfleld ('82)
Evanston Twp. ('83)
Malne Township-East ('86)
Regina Dominican
Glenbard-West ('93)
Gordon Technlcal
Elk Grove ('88)
Glenbrook-North ('98)
Hightand Park ('69)
Lake Forest
St. Charles
Loyola Acaderry {90}
Wheellng ("95)
# Barrington
Jacobs
St, Ignatius College Prep. {'97)
* Prospect ("96)
Rolling Meadows (99}
Dungee-Crown ('00)

HOOSIER CENTRAL
Chapter

+ Ind'pls-North Central {'85)

Brebeuf Jesult (94}
Kokomo {'87)

Ben Davis {'97)
McCutcheon
Hamilten Heights
Maconaquah ('91)
Carmel {'95)

* Peru ('88)
Wabash-Southwood ('95)
Lafayette<Jefferson ('92)
Harrison ('93)

West Lafayette {'96)
Rossvilie (98)
Logansport ('00)
Oak Hill ('99)

HOOSIER SOUTH
Chapter

+ Evansville-North

Perry Meridlan
Connersville Sr.
Evansvlile Central
Lawrence Central ('88)
Reftz Memorlal

Chrysler ('93)
Evansville-Reitz {'99}
Jasper
Evansville-Harrison {'91)
Evansville-Mater Dei {'97)

13. # Rushville Consolidated {'96}
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413
74
190
157
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Warren Central ('00)
North Posey ('98)

NORTH EAST INDIANA
Chapter
Chesterton ("98)
Elmhurst ('71)
Homestead
Canterbury
Columbia Clry (89}
EastNoble
Fort Wayne-South Side {"92)
Fort Wayne-Northrop ('97)
Concordla Lutheran
Lakelard (*84)
Snider ('95)
Norwell
Howe Milltary ('91)
FortWayne-Northside ('96)
Concord ('00)

NORTHWEST INDIANA
Chaptar
Munster {'94)
Hightand ('82)
Memiliville
Hammond ('86)
Portage
Valparaiso ('96}
Dekalb ('90)
Kankakee Valley
La Porte ('98)
Penn ('97}
ElkhartCentral ('93)
Plymouth ('00}
Northfield {'98)

EASTIOWA
Chapter
lowa Clty-West ['87)
lowa City ('83)
Cadar Falls ('74)
Davenport-North
Ottumwa ('88)
Muscatine ['91)
Marshalltown ("90)
Bettendorf ('93)
Davenport-West ('92)
Wilton Community ('80)
Wabhlert {'97)
Cedar Rapld-Washington {'94)
Clarke Community
Burlington Community ('88)
Davenport Central ('99)
East Buchanan Community
Clinton ('00)

WESTIOWA

Chapter

West Des Moines-Dowling (81}
Denlson ('76)

Bishop Heelan ('94)

Anlta ('84)

Le Mars Community ('91)
Okobo)l Community School
Spirit Lake

Sioux City-wWest

Kuemper

Atlantic {'89)

East Des Moines ('86)

West Des Molnes-Valley {'98)
Cherokee-Washington ("93)
Des Molnes North

Councli Blutfs-Lincoln ("92)
Sloux Clty-North ('80)

Fort Dodge ('95)

Des Molnes-Lincoln (87}
Das Moines-Roosevelt ("98)
Ankerry Sr. ('00)

Spencer ('99)

EASTKANSAS
Chapter
Biue Valley North
Olathe-South
Shawnee Misslon-West ['92)
Blue Valley ('93)
Bishop Miege ('91)
Ofathe-North ('82)
Shawnee Miss|on East ('85)
Plttsburg-Colgan
Sumner Acadermy ("84)
Olathe East
Shawnee MisslonNorth ('90¢)
Kansas City-Washington ("'88)
S5t. Thomas Agquinas
Fort Scott ('96)
Spring Hill
Turner
Shawneae Mission-South ('88)
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Shawnee Misslon Northwest ('97)
Biue Valley Northwest ('00)
Pittsburg ('99)

KANSAS FLINT-HILLS
Chapler

+ Washbum Rural ('95)

Sliver Lake
Topaka-Seaman ("85)
Topeka-West ('91)
Topeka ('96)

Hayden {'83)

* Highland Park ('82)

Baldwin

Wamego

Rossvlile
St.Mary's
Salina-Central {'97)
Freo State

Dsage Ciry ("94)

# Sacred Heart

Emporia ('99)
Shawnea Halghts {'98)
Lawrence ('00)

SOUTH KANSAS
Chapter

+ ElDorado {'93)

Arkansas City

# Wellinglon

winfleld (‘84)
Fleld Kindley ('93)
Independence
Caney Valley

Derby ('96)

Labette County
Kapaun Mt Carmel
Fredonia {"95)
Parsons ("00)}

# Southeast

WESTKANSAS
Chapter

+ McPherson ('85)

Hays (88)
Manhattan ('80)
Chaparral
GreatBend ('62)
Hutchinson ('92)
Ulysses

Haven

Pratt

Maize

Newton ('70)
Lyons

Concordia ('95)
Salina-South ('87)
Liberal

Bishop Carroll
Little River
Junction City ('96)
Buhler {'99)
Moundridge ("98)
Garden City ('00)
Larned

SUNFLOWER
Chapter

+ Wichita-East ('92)

Valley Center (91}
Andover

Wichlta-North {'83)
Remington
Wichlta-Campus ('94)
Wichlta Northwest
Wichita-Southeast ('97)
Wichita Northeast Magnet
Goddard ('99)
Wichita-South ('88)
Wichita Heights ('00)

KENTUCKY
Chapler

+ Calloway County ('87)

Danwille

Rowan County Sr. ('95)
Boone County ("96)
Warmen East ('91)

Plke County Central
Graves County

Larue County ('92)

* Beechwood

Lafayette ('98)

* Harrison County {'84)

Scott County ('97}
Montgomery County ('98)
Murray ('00)

47 193
] )
2 7
New Total
179 983
a3 848
= 845
] 751
40 er
84 597
1 51
49 524
10 476
1% 483
A 42
& 6
88 m
0 138
% 133
5 120
67 110
46 46
New Tolal
M1 81
7 658
55 654
5 &7
5 571
45 523
15 429
3] 30
£ 22
= Fii:]
] 75
2 8
-] ™
New Total
74 962
s W57
0 915
%
66
9 83
0 a3
1 785
k) 596
15 853
0 518
] ks ]
e b7
76 »
4] prl3
64 213
48 47
61 13
o 1w
3 N
8 ™
-] m
New Total
118 Ba2
74 590
58 566
x 53
I s
8 a2
= 450
107 s
" M
&6 18
18 M
15 15
New Tofal
48 4%
“ 363
a2 34
& 300
2 M5
z 206
34 199
15 12
0 141
20 ]
0 ar
19 3
7 15
0 0

avmNgnbun=d

RREBzgIgmEsR2

PNBAwN D

orawnad

FPORRRRBReNppuNAg

=

W N NS

-k
i3

-
ol ol

-

porupag

.
BponaNweng

1.

13
14,
17.
16.
15.

19.
18

2

g

SNpOPERN

g

ERND R e

e g

el

eimpNnaLNg

g

BNBALAN

aNg

Nepo

LOUISIANA

Chapter

+ Teurlings-Cathollc
Caddo Magnet ("94)
Alexandrta Sr.
Carencro
New |berla ('85)

* Cecilla
St. Martin's Epis. School
Bolton ('95)
Lafayette-Acadlana ("92)
Pinaville ('91)
Lafayette-Northside
Newman School ['93)
Ruston ("90)
Comeaux ("96)
Abbeville
Tloga
Lafayette ('98)
McDonogh #35

# Episcopal School of Acadiana
St. Thomas More ('99)
New Orleans-Jesuit ['97)
Riverdale (00}

MAINE

Chapter

+ Maranacook Community
Brunswick ('97)

# Monmouth Academy ('93)
Lewiston (95}
Cape Ellzabeth ('96}
Thornton Academy {99)
Scarborough ('98)
Bangor (00}

MICHIGAN
Chapter
+ Portage Northarn ('96)
East Grand Rapids
# Kalamazoo-toy Norrix ('88)
Portage Cenlral ('89)
Troy-Athens ('98)
Battla Creek Central ('97)
Kalamazoo Central {00}
Wayland Union

CHESAPEAKE

Chapter

+ Calvert Hall College {'84)
Baitimore City College

# Our Lady of Good Counsel
Governor Thomas Johnson
Loyola ('99)
Catonsville ('00)

MID-ATLANTIC
Chapter
+ Prince Edward County, VA
Edison, VA ('91)
Centrevilie, VA

Lake Braddock Secondary, VA ('90)

Abingdon, VA
Hoty Cross Reglonal, VA
Sherando, VA

# Albert Einstein
Walter Johnson, MD {'98)
Winston Churchill, MD ('94)
Whitman, MD {'97)
W. T. Woodson, VA ('98)
Jamnes Madison, VA ('99)
Woodberry Forest, VA
Blacksburg ('00}
WHilam Monroe

PATRICK HENRY
Chapter
+ Madison County
Granby
Essax
Cox
First Colontal ('83)
Great Bridge ('84)
Hampton Roads Academy
* Monacan ('35)
Clover Hili ('98)
Salem ('96)
* Poquoson ('99)
* Hampton ('97)
Princess Anne ('00}

CENTRAL MINNESOTA
Chapter
+ Apple Valey ('96)
South St. Paul ('84)
St Pau! Acad. & Summit
Minneapolis-South
Eastview
Mounds Park Academy

New Total
a 472
L] an

5 47
& 408
0 k14
7 m2
11 350
61 3
4 28
= M
13 X
s o
B 28
B 269
8 241
0 |
™ M
7 185
[ 176
4 ko]
2 a0
k] k]

Total

£8

BrodoNog~§
28
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New Total
100 544
0 =
1 07
s 8
o ™
9 ®
48 £
o T
New Total
a9 3
¥ o™
F-] Lo
16 &
54 s
p-:] 3
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ey

cpoNBvedaREBoRNE
EYPEL VR L

New Total
Eo I = |
® M

0 ba]
0 28
0 178
9 135
15 133
0 &6
19 57
4 L]
5 =
0 1"
] ]

New Total
145 T
@ 613
| 5
1] 556

©i M3
70 25
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2.
1.
5.

Cottage Grove-Park ("80)
St. Thomas Academy
Roseville Area ('97})
CoonRapids ('92)

Anoka {'95)

Circle Plnes-Centennial {'98)
Annandate

ForestLake Sr.{'99)

Simley {'00}

NORTHERN LIGHTS

Chapter

+ Detroit Lakes
Grand Raplds {93}
International Fabis ('78)
Barnesvlile
Duluth East ('B3)
Moorhead ('97)
Duluth-Centrai {'82)
Fosston
Walker {'96)
Duluih-Denfleld ('94)
Staples

* Aitkin ('87)
Bralnerd ('85)
Park Raplds {'58)

* Chisago Lakes Sr.

* Royalton
St.Francis ('99)

# Tower-Soudan
Ditworth-Glyndon-Felton (00}

SOUTHERN MINNESOTA

Chapter

+ Edina ('82)
Hopkins ('84)
Benilde-5t. Margaret's
The Blake School (87}
Bloomington-Jefferson {'89)
Austin
Marshall ('94)
St Louis Park
Worthington Sr. (78}
Stlltwater ('30)
Rosemount Sr. {"96)
Mankato-West {'92)

* Minnetonka
Eden Prairie
Mankato-East ('93)
Wayzata ('98)
Mayo
Eagan{'00)

# Springfleld
Dassal-Cokato ('99)

MISSISSIPPL
Chapter
+ RowanJr.
Terry (93)
St. Andrew's Eplscopal School
R. H. Watkins {'97)
Brookhaven
Qak Grove
Petal
Jaekson Prep. School {'85)
# St.Joseph Cathollc
Plcayune Memorlal
Long Beach
Clinton ("98}
Hattlesburg {'00)
# Poplarvitle
Mc Comb {'96)
Jackson Academy ('98}

CARVER-TRUMAN

Chapter

+ Nevada ('94)
Mt. Vernon

* Dlamond
Neosho ('97)
M¢Donald County
Springdale, AR ('B3)
Webb Gity ('90)
Carl Junction
Aurora ("93)
Joplin (95}

# Fayettville, AR
Monett {'98)

# Little Rock Central, AR
Lamar (92)
Republic ('96)

# Bentonville, AR
Cassville ('00)
Carthage ('99)

EASTERN MISSOURI
Chapter
Pattonville {('97)
Hilisboro Sr.
+ Marquette

5

FRBALRIGE
"

New Total
= 57
& 590
40 559
2 542
Fral 533
116 509
5 440
3 394
8 M7
62 304
2 243
17 158
a 150
2% 108
0 105
0 <]
H 50
1 a4
k) M
New Total
1098 677
=) &
107 &2
16 560
ks 519
Fal 484
5 489
1 ar7
4 449
¥ 430
53 406
) k>
0 w2
0 308
3 29
0 187
Fal 148
136 1%
n 115
¥ 74
New Total
16 s
z sl
48 23
. 198
46 197
L] 163
al 133
20 128
n 107
2 @
2 T4
Fral 5
53 £Y)
-1} 51
2 «“
10 =B
New Total
i} 629
0 581
1] 558
123 555
45 542
n 400
3 381
2 380
™ 349
2 i)
z et
¥l 185
-] 158
9 140
P 124
-1 ]
Q@ ©
“ 19
New Total
18 743
0 585
0 535
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Howell North
Ladue Horton Watkins ('95)
Rock Bridge
Parkway West ('93)
Jefferson Clty ('88)
Ritenour
Oakville Sr.
Lafayette (91)
Poplar Bluft Sr.
Parkway Central {'94)
Parkway South {'98)

* Chaminade College Prep. ('89)
Ciayton Sr. ('96)

# DeSmet Jesuit
Columbla-Hickman ['88)
Parkway North {'00)

HEART OF AMERICA

Chapter

+ Independence-Truman ('95)
Savannah
Maryville R-Il
Kansas City-Qak Park ('93)
North Kansas Clty (94}
Smith Cotton (76}
Independence-Chrisman {*92)
Kansas City-Winnetonka
Benton
Park Hill ('98)
Liberty Sr. {'87)
Independence-Fort Osage('30)
Kansas Cliy-Central
Park HIli South
Excelsior Springs
Marshall ('96)
S{. JosephCentral ('00)
Carroliton ('99)

OZARK
Chapter
+ Qzark {'84}
Nixa R-2 Schools
BuHalo
Reeds Spring
Lebanon
Licking
Waynesville (*92)
Springfield-Parkview {'94)

* Willard
Houston
Klckapoo ('37)

* Straftord R-VI
Logan-Rogersville
West Plains ('93)

Bokivar R-1 ("95)

Willow Springs
Sprinpfeld-Glendale {"96)
Springfleld-Hilicrest ('98)
John F. Hodge
Camdenton ('99)

* Springfield Catholie
Springfleld-Central {'00)

# Greenwood Lab
Mansfleid

SHOW ME

Chapter

+ Blue Springs ('94)
Lee's Summit ('92)
Harrisorville Sr.
Raymore-Pecullar
Raytown ('95)
Notre Dame de Slon
Grandvlew Sr. ('93}
The Barstow School
Hickman Mills (90}
Pembroke Hill School
Raytown-South {'98)
Ruskin{'9t)
Belton ('96)
Blue Springs South {"00)
Kansas City-Rockhurst ('99)
Lee's Summit North
Kansas City-Center (97}

MONTANA

Chapter

+ Havre ('85)
Billings West ("91)
Flathead Co. ("96}
Missoula-Hellgate {87}
Blllings Sr.
Missoula-Sentinel {"88)
Missoula-Big Sky
Great Falls {'97)
Corvallls
Capital
Helena ('94)
Skyview ('95)
Park
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Beaverhead County
Butte ('98)
Bozeman ['99)
* Hardin
Great Falls-Russell {'00)
# Browning

NEBRASKA
Chapter
+ Kearney Sr. ('92)

Raymond Central

Millard West

Grand Island (79}

Columbus

Fremont ('96)

Norfolk {'98)

Brownell-Talbot College Prep.
Omaha-Central ('97)

V. J.and Angela Skutt Catholic
Millard-North ('00)

Malcolm

Omaha-Marlan {'99)

NEBRASKASOUTH

Chapter
Lincoln-Southeast (65}
Bellevue-West
Papillion-La Vista ('93)
Omaha-Mercy ('78)
Omaha-Bryan

Gross
Lincoin-East {"34}
Elmwood-Murdock
Ralston {'96)

Crete

Hastings Sr. ('97)
Lincoln Northeast ('75)
Millard-South ('99)
Lincoln ("95}
{Omaha-Westside ('98)
Bellovue-East (00}

+

SAGEBRUSH (NEVADA)
Chapter
+ Bishop Manogue Catholic

Reno ('98)

Elko {36}

Douglas {"95)

Carson Valley Middle School
Galena

McQueen ('99)

Carson('97}

Incline ('00}

GOLDEN DESERT

Chapter
GreenValley ('98)
Chaparral ('94)
Blshop Gorman
Advanced Technologles Academy
# Silverado

Valley ('97)
# Foothills
# The Meadows

Bonanza (00}

Clark (99)

+

NEW ENGLAND
Chapter

+ Manchester, MA ('84)

Shrewsbury, MA ['91)
Bishop Guertin, NH ("8}
Milton Acadermy, MA ('97)
Otter Valley Unlon, VT

# Tabor Academy, MA

Acton Boxborough Reg., MA ("99}

Sliver Lake Reg., MA ('93)
Needham, MA
Sacred Haart, MA ("98)
Hull, MA
Newton South, MA
Cath. Memorlal, MA ("96}
Boston Latin, MA

* Hampshire Repfonal, MA
Lexington, MA {"00)

NEW JERSEY
Chapter

+# Seton Hall Prep.

Montville (89)
Freehold Township
Villa Walsh Academy
# Ridgewood
Science ('91)
Hanover Park {92}
Randolph ('95}
Barringer
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Bridgewaler-Raritan Reg. {'84)

# Ridge

* Parsippany Hllls ("30)
Ocean Township ('96)
Matawan Reg. ('88)
Long Branch {'37)
Malcolm X Shabazz
Elizabeth {'98)

# Arthur L. Johnson
East Side
Moorestown ('00)
Bergenfleld {'99)

NEW MEXICO

Chaptar

+ St.PlusX
Albqg.-Highland ('83)
Albqg.-Valley {'82)
Hobbs ('86)
Albuquerque Acad, {'97)
Clovis
Taos {94)
Los Alamos ('93)
Rlo Grande ('95)
Portales
Eldorado {'89)
Albg.-Manzano {'96)
Farmingion {"98)
La Cueva {700)

IRCQUOIS
Chapter
+ Mount Mercy Acad. {"91)
* Rlchflelkd Springs Central ('89)
Helland Patent
Webster Sr. ('94)
# Sayre Area, PA
Mount Markham Sr,
# Athens, PA
Madrld-Waddington Central ('96)
Immaculate Heart Central (99}
Bishop Keamey ('98)
Canislus {'00)
New Hartford Central School {'97)

NEW YORK CITY
Chapter
+ Bronx HS of Sclence {'96)
Syosset ('92)
Half Hollow Hilis HS East
Hunter College HS
Stuyvesant ('35}
St. Joseph Hill Acad. ('85)
# Cathedral Prep. Seminary
Regls {'38}
LoyolaSchool
Chaminade ('97)
Roslyn ['#4)
Fordham Preparatory Schoof {'58)
* Kings Park Sr.
Sacred Heart Acad. ('99)
# Manhatian Center Science & Math
The Mary Louis Acad. ('00}

NEW YORK STATE

Chapter

+ Ursultne School
Newburgh Free Acad. ('85)
Academy of the Holy Names ('B7)
Hendrick Hudson ('94)
Pleasantville
Lakeland ('96}
Christlan Brothers Acad.
Edgemont ('91)
lona Prep. S¢haool '97)
Scarsdale {'98)
Shenendehowa ('93)
Atbary ('99)
Montlcello {"00}

CAROLINAWEST

Chapter

+ West Charlotte ('89)
Norih Mecklenburg
Southeast Guliford
South Mecklenburyg {'94)
Mc Dowell
High Polnt-Andrews ('93}
Providence {'97)
Randleman
Ashevllfe
East Mecklenburg ('96)
Myers Park ('00)
Freedom ('95)
Bishop McGuinness Memorial
ZebulonB. Vance

* Westchester Acadermny

* Lediord '98)
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TARHEEL EAST
Chapter New Total
+ CapeFear =2 408
Chapel Hill (86} 1 w7
Pine Forest Sr. ('95) I 34
E.E. Smith L 286
Enloe {'93) 13 260
Northwest Gultford Sr. 1] 4
Byrd Sr. '96) 2 2
Tist('94) -] a4
# Cary Academy 43 53
South Vlew Sr. {'00) 4 41
* Northeast Guilford ("97) 2 »
Westover Sr. ('98) a I

NORTH DAKOTA ROUGHRIDER
Chapter

+ Richardton-Taylor

Washburn

Fargo North ('92)

Mandan

Fargo-South ('93)

Magtc City Campus ("%}

Grand Forks Central {'90)

Richland

Red River ('35)

St. Mary's Central

Langdon Public {96}

Bismarck Public Schools

Wahpelon ('97}

Linton Public School

Ceniral Cass

Beulah {'99)

Wesl Fargo {'98}

Fargo Shanley {'00)

*

ReGBoaNeRRRBagaB8Raf

EASTERN OHIO
Chapter
Wadsworth ('86)
Copley
Canton-GlenQak HS Career Cts{"'94}107
Carrcliton ('96}
Wooster ('35)
Hudson
Perry (97}
Canton-South {'82}
North Canton-Hoover ('88)
Loulsvitle Sr. ('83}
Canlon Central Cath. {'78)
Norion {'91}
Lake
Talimadge ('79)
Canton-McKinley ('52)
Masslllon Washlington ('98}
Cuyahoga Valley Christian Acad
Jackson {199}
Flrestone ('81)
* Aurora

Stow Munroe Fails {'00)

+
Be¥

BHIESRAGEENEATT
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NORTH COAST

Chapter
+ Magnfificat {'87)

Vermilion

Midpark
# Orange
St, Ignatius {'92)
Glimour Academny {'97)
Soton
Crestwood ["96}
Oimsted Falis
Edison
Rocky River ('95)
Shaw ('94)
Shaker Heights ("99)
Hawken School ('00)
St. Edward ('98)

*

NRRoauBBNedBEeBf

NORTHERN OHIO

Chapter

+ Youngstown-Ursullne ('81)
Youngstown-Boardman ("98)
Poland ('89)
Howland {"94)
Warren-Kennedy ('83)
Niles-McKinlay ('98)
Girard
Youngstown-Moonay ('98)
Canfield ['97)
Lishon
Austintown-Fltch {'00)

BEHBRoRaE2RKT

WESTERN CHIO
Chapter
Centerville ("93}
Elgin
Gahanna-Lincoln {‘B9)
* Fairborn
# Perrysburg
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Notre Dame Acadeny
Findlay ('90)
Beavercreek {"92)
Wauseon
Kettering-Fatrmont ('96)
Upper Arlington ('88)
Middletown ('94)
Sylvania-Northview {"88)
* Tolado-Whitmer {'95)
Sylvania-Southview ("98)
Dayton-Qakwood {'00)

EAST OKLAHOMA

Chapter

+ Bishop Kelley

# Stlllwater
Ponca Clty ('89)
Tulsa-Union
Miami (‘84)
Muldrow
Tulsa-Washington ('96)
Grove
Cascia Hall Prep.
Sapuilpa ('93)
Tatihina
Muskoges ('81)
Claremore
Mannford
Bhxby

* Picher-Cardin
Bartlesville ('97)
Vinita
Stiwvell
Pawhuska
Charles Page ("95)

* Keota
Shawnee ("94)
Mounds
Broken Arrow (38}
Holland Hall
Qologah ('99)
Jenks {'00)

# Wilburion

WEST OKLAHOMA

Chapter

+ Enid {'75)
Kingfisher
Guymon ('92)
Edmond Norih
Norman ('98)
Moore
Okla. City-Heritage Hall (85}
Bishop McGuinness
Norman HS North

* Lawton (76}
Edmond-Santa Fe
Putnam City {'93)

# Seminole
Fairview
Deer Creek
Okarcha
Mc Loud
Edmond-Memorial ('95)
Duncan ("97)
Putnam Clty-North (*98)
Alva ('00)
Elsenhowar {90}
Yukon ('99)

NORTH OREGON

Chapter

+ Tigard {'88)
Beaverton ('88)
Gresham-Barlow ('95)
Woodburn
Clackamas ('™4)
Sandy Union
Tualatln
Gresham {'92)
Forest Grove
Glencoa {"96)
Canby {'97)
Sprague ('93)
Oregon City ("96)
Silverton ('99)
Portland-Lincoln ('00)

SOUTH OREGON
Chapter
+ Mountain View
Roseburg Sr. ('96)
Marshfleld ('87)
North Medford {'85)
* Rogue River
North Valley ('92)
Bend Sr ('86)
Willamenrte {'97)
North Eugene {'81)
Ashland('93)
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North Bend Sr('95)
* Hidden Valley

Grants Pass{'98)

Eagple Point ('00)

PENNSYLVANIA

Chapter

+ Belle Vernon Area ('92)
Bellwood-Antis
Rockwood
Greenshburg Salem ('91)
McKeesport Arga ('95)
Uniontown Area Sr. {'89)

* Norwlin("93)
Grealer Latrobe ('94}
Derry Area('96)
Trinity ('97)
Kiskl School{’39)
Greensburg Central Catholic {"38)
Franklin Reglonal {'00)

PITTSBURGH
Chagter
+ Peters Twp. ('85)

North Cathollc ('82)
Oakland Catholic {'70)
Morth Hills ['92)

Mercar Area ('50)

Riverside (°87)
Pine-Richland Sr. ('94)
Upper St. Cialr {'89)

Fox Chapel Area

North Allegheny Sr.
Canevin {73}

Bethel Park ("95)

Cathedral Prep. School {"98)
Pittsburgh-Central Cathollc ('93)
Mt. Lebanon Sr.{'98)
Baldwin {97}

Lakevlew Christlan Academy
Quigrley Cathelic ('00)
Fairview

Keystone Oaks ('99)

VALLEY FORGE

Chapter

+ Holy Ghost Prep. {("92)
Delone Catholic
Truman {'96)
Chambersburg Area
Scranton Prep. School
St. Joseph's Prep. School {'53)
La Salle Coliege ('95)
Gwynedd Mercy Academy
Pennsbury ('97)
Mechanicsburg ("93)
Jenkintown
Danvlilie {'98)
Gettysburg Sr.
Lower Merion ('91)
Southern Lehigh
Scranton ('99)
Shikellarmy ('00)

SOUTH CAROLINA

Chapter

+ Bob Jones Academy {'34)
Riverside ("97)
Hiticrest

* Columbla-Oreher ('79)
Porter-Gaud School
Greenvlille
Mauldin ('96)
T.L.Hanna ('98)
Heathwood Hall Epls. School
Grear
Rlchland-Northeast ('88)
Laxington

# Bishop England
Southside ('00)
Allendale-Falrfax {'99)

NORTHERN SOUTH DAKOTA
Chapter
+ Mitchell (90}

Huron {'88)

Deuel School ('91)
Watertown ('99)
MadIson {'95)

Milbank ('96)
Brookings {"98)
Groton {'97}
Aberdean Central {'00)

RUSHMORE
Chapter
+ Yankton {"81)
Sloux Falls-O'Gorman ('94)
Sioux Falls-WashIngton {'85)
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Sloux Falls-Roosevelt {'37)
Sloux Falls-LIncoln (‘98]
Beresford ('92)

Brandon Vallay

Vermillion ('96})

Rapid City-Stevens {'99)
Rapld Clty Central {'00}

TENNESSEE

Chapter

+ Dickson County ('57)
Montgomary Bell Academy {'93)
Mars Hil! Bible Scheol, AL {'94)
Colllerville
McGavock
Germantown
Cookaville {'91)
Henry County {85}
Dobyns-Bennett
Clarksville Mortheast
Franklin
Antloch (77}
Brentwood Academy
Hamblen HS West ("95)
The Baylor Sc hool
Gallatin Sr.
St.Cecllla Academy
Hurtaers Lane {'98)

* Hillwood Compretiensive ('90)
Battle Ground Acad. ('99)
Nas hville-Overton ("96}
Goodpasture ('97)
Brentwood HS {'00)

CENTRAL TEXAS
Chapter
+ Taft
Texas Milltary Institute
Holmes
Judson
San Antonlo-MacArthur ('$1)
* EastCentral
San Antonio-Lee ('94)
Tom Moore
Ronald Reagan
Smithson Valley
Edgewood Memorlal
San Antonlo-Clark ('87)
Blanco
Sandra Day O'Connor
San Antonlo-Churchill ('00)
San Antonlo-Madison {'99)
Clernens ['98)
Alamo Helghts ('96)

EASTTEXAS
Chapler
+ Jersey Vilage
Humble {'84)
* Baytown-Lee
Allef Elsik
Cypress-Falrbanks
Spring {'92)
The Kinkald Schoo) (81}
Klein Forest
Cypress Cresk ('89)
Clermems
Dulles ('94)
Oak Ridge Sr.
# Klain Oak
Crosby
Kleln {'93)
Houston-Memorial ('88)
Doble
Nacogdoches
Aljef Hastings ('96)
Cypress Falls
Pasadena ('83)
Langham Creek
Houston-MacArthur
Taylor ['95)
Conroa ('87)
Barbers Hill
Kingwood (97}
* WestOrange-Stark ('90)
Ball
The Woodlands' ('99)
Stratford {'00)
Caney Creek

GULF COAST

Chapter
+ Harlingen HS South

Gregory-Portland ('97)
Tuloso-Midway
Brazoswood
Corpus Christi-Carroll {'92)
Corpus Chylsti-King ('95)
Pharr-SanJuan-Alamo North
Nikkl Rowe
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W B Ray {'94) 2 188
Pharr-San Juan-Alamo ('93) 17 150
Bangueta ] 116
* Donna 0 %)
McAllen {'96) i9
Calallen{"39) 4 o)
Pharr-San Juarn-Alamo Memorlal 28 8
* Roy Miller HS Ctr Comm & Tach 0 54
Blshop ('00) 41 4
HEART OF TEXAS
Chapter New Total
+ Westwood 42 543
Georgelown b~ 492
Pflugerviile 5 Add
Bryan 8 413
Copperas Cove 9 26
Mc Neil k] 8
Woesliake (37) 40 266
Johnston 0 244
SanMarcos ("92) o 240
Lake Travis 32 172
Midway {'96) 15 167
Wimberley 3 161
L.B.J.{'95) 3 140
JohnCennally 10 )
* Anderson 0 &
Round Rock ('99) 4 £
Dripping Springs 4 72
Hays ('00) 5 58
Waco ('98) 12 b4l
LONE STAR
Chapter New Total
+ Duncanvllle {'91) 6 526
Arlington ('30) &1 519
Plano-Williams 56 483
Plano Sr. (92) 69 a1
South Grand Pralrie 16 488
Trinity ('88) 7 42
Tyler-Lee {'84) 8 416
. # Granbury 13 5
Grapevine ('97) ®£ 30
Allen 15 309
Ryan n 20
Turner {'94) 17 284
Dallas-Highland Park {"93) &0 246
Terrell 16 242
# Northwest l 7
Wichita Falls ['89) g 1%
The Colony 16 185
James Bowie 17 158
The Graenhill Schoo! {'95} 4 140
Garland ('99) -l 75
South Garland ('98) 36 53
Plano-Clark ('00) “ 44
# Plano-West " 16
NORTH TEXAS LONGHORNS
Chapter New Total
+ Plano-East 2 488
Cofleyville Herltage % 490
Sherman 17 418
Grand Prairie 0 412
St Mark’s School {'86) 5 ¥
Kaufman 0 M1
L.D., Bell 9 309
Shepton {"94) 16 3
# Denton B 23
Jasper, 4 T
Hockaday School {"92) k- :) 248
James Martin ("98) % 216
Lewisville ("95} k3 Hd
* Cedar Hill 8 208
Naaman Forest Fal 77
# Creekview 78 174
Crowley 4 128
Marcus {'99) Lyl 120
Vines ('98) n 102
# Princeton 3 -]
Dallas-Jesuit College Prep. ('97) 10 57
Newman Smith ('00} s k]
SOUTH TEXAS
Chapter New Total
+ A& MConsolidated 6 526
Houston-Bellaire ("98) 276 518
Clear Lake {'92) v 501
Westfield ('95) I 453
Aldlne Sr, B 48
St. Agnes Academy 17 395
Houston Nimitz 19 285
Friendswood ('94} o 384
* Houston-Elsennower 7 s
Sharpstown 2 4
B.F. Terry ] 319
ClearBrook 51 33
Mayde Creek 100 308
G C Scarborough 7 212
Elkins 2 200
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Deer Park ('88)
Pearland

# L V.Hightower

# St Thomas Eplscopai
Lamar Consolldated {100)
Houston-Jesul (97)

B2584E

Northbraok Sr (%8) 17

Chaptar

+ Heraford {'91)
8an Angelo Central {91)
Franshi

p
Midland (89)

Pampa

Amarilic (97}
Odassa-Parmian (95)
Coronade (87)
Lubbock {90}
Amarillo-Tascosa '94)
Midland-Les ('98)
Cooper (9€)
Abilene ('99)
Highland Park
Odessa Sr. {'00)

Chapter
Bai Air

+ ElPaso-Cathedral ('84)

Burges

# Riverside
Martwood (97}
Frankiin
Andress
Canutilio

Crane

TALL COTTON

WEST TEXAS

eg3gof

Bzex

Yaleta (95) 17
Lorstio Atadeny (93) 9
El| Paso-Coronado ('98) "
ElPago-Del Valle (00) a0
Hanics {'99) 24

GREATSALT LAKE

Chaplar

+ Taylorsville
Salt Loka City-Skyfine {B4)
Cottonwood ('93)
Salt Lake City-Highland (90)
Lone Peak
Sait Lake Clty-Easl ('96)
Satt Lake Clty-West (98}
(97)
Rowland Hall-St Mark's ('95)

Keams

Otympus
Hunter (00}

Chapter

+ Hillcrest{'69)
Cadar City
Al {'98)
Bingham {92}
Amarican Fork (91)

* Dalla

* Leht{'88)

 Mountaln View ('84)
Jordan(97)
Granger (93)
Orem (%99)

* Ulintah{'98)
Carhon (100)

Chapter
+ Ogden(81)

(99}
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# Weber ('83)
Sky View ('89)
Northridge
Ogden-Banneville 88)
Mountain Crast
Laylon('97)
Woods Cross ('95)
Roy (2)
Davis (98)
Bouerritful (96}
Logan (88)
Clearfleld {00}

EASTERN WASHINGTON

Chaptar

+ Cheney
Laka Clty, ID
Gonzaga Prep. ('08)
Caniral Vallay ('95)
Lewis & Clark ('92)
Mead (98)
Ferris (97}
Unlversity {89}
Mt Spokane
Coour O'Alene, ID (100)

PUGET SQUND
Chapter

+ Bainbridge Istand ('85)

* MountVemon (92)
Mercerisland (89
Thomas Jefferson
Snchamish
Eastiake
Oak Harbor {84}
Foster
Newport (93)
Kamlak (*68)
Sunnyside (97)

# Ridgefleld

* Mt Ralnler (88)
Kentwood (84)
Burlinglon-Edison {100)

WESTERN WASHINGTON
Chapter
+ FederalWay (93}

Franklin Plerce
Aubum Sr. (95}
Decatur

Aubumn Riverside
Elma

Vashen Isiand

Glg Harbor (98)

Gov, John Rogers (97)
Port Angeles (98)
Puyaliup (00}

Central Kitsap ('99)

WEST VIRGINIA
Chapter
+ Parkersburg South ('98)
Wheeling Park ('99)
Pt Plzasant Sr. (98)
Huntington {'97)
Duval {00}

NORTHERN WISCONSIN
Chapter
+ Sheboygan-Noith (87)
Appleion-Easl (95}
Ripon
Wisc. Raplds-Lincoln (88)
Appietoniest (60)
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433
431
416

302
301
214
213
162
127

™
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Tod
549
542
497

351
kral

215
13

Tol
179

18

Totl
635
27

580
582
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19,

New London Sr. ('91)
Uttie Chute

* Winneconne
Sheboygan-South ('96)
Neenah
St. Crolx Falis {'83)
Algoma(97)
Hortonvllie (98)
Applaton North

# Pulaskl
Sievens Point ('88)
Waupaca {"00}

SOUTHERN WISCONSIN

Chapter

+ Brookfleld-East ('86)
Black Hawk
‘Wesl Band West {89)

* Brookfield Central {'80)
WestBend East {93)
Muskego('84)
Milwaukee HS of the Arts
Mitwaukee Rufus King {85}
Marqusita Univ. ('99)
Cedarburg (97}

Plus X1 {'96)
Nicolet (98}
Greendale (00}

HOLE IN THE WALL

Chapter

+ Cheyenne-East ('86)
Cheyenna -Central ('97)
Sheridan {"94)

¥ Lead, 5D(68)
Glenrock

* Upten
Alllance, NE
Campbell County (92)
Wheatiand

Norih Platie Sr., NE {('85)
Newcastle (B3}
Chadron, NE

Spearfish, SD
Tormington (93)
Buffalo (98)
Sturgls-Brawn, SD(08)
Scottsbluff, NE {'00)

WIND RIVER
Chapter
+ Star Valtey

Rawiins

Lander Valley (B4}
Riverton (87)

Cody

Greybull

Shashenl

Saratoga

Worland (95}

Hol Springs Co. (92)
Rock Springs {93)
Powell

Jackson Hole (98)
Lovall

Laramle ('94)

Caspar Natrona Co. {87}
Graen River {98)
Casper+elly Welsh ('99)
Evanston {"00)

GENERAL
Chapter
Plymouth Canton Educ. Park ('95)
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473

251
219

h:ql
164
162

Total
578
478
423
401

381
M
211
L= i
130

Toia
869

BEEERERERRE
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Introducing

Tournament Manager Registration Software

Serves all your pre-tournament needs:
Handles school, judge, and contestant entries, eases manual tabulations,
performs all financial calculations for up to 25 speech and 8 debate events,

and used successfully at tournaments large and small

And it's FREE!

Awvailable in Windows and Mac OS Platforms
For more information and download instructions, visit on the web:

www.newmanschool.org/malisg

gﬁéh&hhbhhh',.



NFL'S TOP 50 DISTRICTS

(Summary 2000-2001)

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 NewChapters  New Degrees Degree Leader Degrees Added
1. -- Northern South Dakota 0 64.22 Watertown HS 152
2. .. Rushmore 0 77.20 Sioux Falls-Lincoiln HS 148
3. -- Heart of America 0 67.77 Park Hill HS 223
4. -- EastKansas 0 75.95 Blue Valley North HS 229
5. +1 EastLos Angeles 0 80.00 Gabrielino HS 220
6. +1 California Coast 0 54.33 Leland HS 261
7. -2 New York City 2 54.37 Regis HS 163
8. -- Northern Chio 0 55.18 Youngstown-Boardman HS 99
9. - Kansas Flint-Hills 1 54.05 Washburn Rural HS 179
10. -- illini 0 - 69.27 Downers Grove-South HS 179
1. +3 Florida Manatee 0 48.54 Nova HS 147
12. A Central Minnesota 0 56.20 Apple Valley HS 145
13. -- Florida Sunshine 0 50.37 Sarasota-Riverview HS 96
14. -2 Show Me 0 60.23 Blue Springs-South HS 154
15. -- Sunflower 0 58.41 Wichita-East HS 118
16. -- San Fran Bay 1 4817 James Logan HS 147
7. -- West Kansas 0 50.22 Hays HS 95
18. +1 Northwest Indiana 0 53.00 Plymouth HS 167
19. 4 South Kansas 2 49.46 El Dorado HS 1M1
20, -- Southern Minnesota 1 43.80 Eagan HS 136
21, -- Nebraska 0 48.30 Millard-North HS 144
22, -- Eastern Chio 0 53.05 Perry HS 159
23. -- South Texas 2 55.21 Houston-Bellaire HS 276
24, -- Rocky Mountain-South 0 49.92 Denver-East HS 137
25, .- Hole in the Wall 1 52.81 Cheyenne-Central HS 185
26, .- New England 1 44.18 Milton Academy 137
27, -- Eastern Washington 0 43.50 University HS 78
28, -- Northern Illinois 1 40.42 New Trier Twp HS 128
29, -- Montana 1 51.78 Flathead Co. HS 127
30, - Hoosier Central 0 49.50 Ben Davis HS 189
1. -- North Coast 1 44.21 Gilmour Academy 97
32, .- Western Washington 0 41.25 " Auburn Riverside HS 94
33 -- Northern Wisconsin 1 35.05 Appleton East HS 110
34, -- Great Salt Lake 0 48.45 Salt Lake City-Skyline HS 73
35, -- Southern Wisconsin 0 33.4 Marquette University HS 68
36. -- Eastern Missouri 1 38.57 Pattonville HS 159
37. +4 Michigan 1 31.00 Portage-Northern HS 100
38. -- South Carolina 1 39.00 Riverside HS 140
39. + Sierra 1 41.11 Foothill HS 109
40. 3 Idaho 0 42.00 Hillcrest HS 113
40. +2 Carver-Truman 3 4211 Neosho HS 123
42, + Southern California 0 46.05 Claremont HS 121
43. 4 West Oklahoma 1 45.95 Norman HS North 175
4. +3 West Los Angeles 0 35.25 Loyola HS 80
45 .- Colorado 1 41.75 Cherry Creek HS 203
46. -2 Hoosier South 1 32.07 Evansville-Reitz HS 140
47. + Golden Desert 3 52.10 Green Valley HS 147
48. -2 Florida Panther 2 42,28 Trinity Prep School 86
49. -- Czark 1 39.12 Kickapoo HS 101
50. -- West lowa 0 31.61 West Des Moines-Dowling HS 75




NFL DISTRICT STANDINGS

This summary does not refiect 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, . - Carolina West 0 44.46 Myers Park HS 150
52. +1 North East Indiana 0 34.20 Chesterton HS 190
53. East Texas 1 35.12 Humble HS 86
54. .- North Dakota Roughrider 0 33.94 Fargo-Shantey HS 82
55. +1 South Oregon 0 36.46 Ashland HS 78
56. 41 New Mexico 0 33.00 Albuguerque Academy 104
57. -- Valiey Forge 0 28.58 Truman HS 96
58. +2  Pittsburgh 0 31.80 Quigley Catholic HS 69
59, A Big Valley 1 40.41 Modesto-Beyer HS 163
60. - Sagebrush 0 34.66 Reno HS 80
61, - Nebraska South 0 35.00 Papillion-La Vista HS 102
62. +1 Morthern Lights 1 36.00 Moorhead HS 116
63. +1 New York State 0 28.53 lona Prep School 47
64, -2 Wind River 0 31.57 Rawlins HS 49
65. +5 Tennessee 0 30.60 Mars Hill Bible School 104
66. - Pennsylvania 0 35.00 Kiski School 59
67. +2 Heart of Texas 0 31.27 Bryan HS 84
68. -- Utah-¥Wasatch 1 43.53 Layton HS 77
69. 3 Rocky Mountain-North 2 3215 MNorthridge HS 83
70. 3 Tall Cotton ] 35.33 Amarillo HS 79
7. -- Greater lilinois 2 30.69 Belleville-East HS 100
72, - North Texas Longhorns 3 32.72 Coilayville Heritage HS 86
73. == Arizona 0 31.88 Mountain View HS 97
74, +1 New Jersey 4 35.42 Seton Hall Prep School 144
75.  +1 Gulf Coast 0 28.64 Brazoswood HS 95
76. 2 Colorado Grande 3 34.30 Pueblo-Centennial HS 183
7.  -- Deep South 2 29.62 The Montgomery Academy 101
78. +2 Big Orange 0 28.28 Los Alamitos HS 69
78. +4 Chesapeake 1 34.50 Loyola HS 4
80. 4 Sundance 0 22.25 Jordan HS 100
g1. 3 Georgia Northern Mountain 1 25.93 Chattahoochee HS 118
82. A Louisiana 1 29.72 Comeaux HS 85
83. -- Lone Star 3 29.26 Grapevine HS 82
84. -- North Oregon 0 28.06 Forest Grove HS 53
85. -- Central Texas 0 29.83 Ronald Reagan HS 150
86. -- Western Ohio 1 30.56 Dayton-Oakwood HS 67
87. -- South Florida 0 33.26 Hialeah HS 151
B8. +1 East Oklahoma 2 28.75 Ponca City HS 75
89. 4 Kentucky 0 28.84 Boone County HS - 81
90. -- East lowa 1 25.29 lowa City-West HS 149
81. -- Mississippi 2 2783 Ozk Grove HS 55
92, .- Georgia Southern Peach 1 22.06 Thomas County Central HS 50
93. .- West Texas 1 18.71 El Paso-Cathedral HS 48
94, -. Capito! Valley 1 23.41 Rio Americano HS 51
95, -- Patrick Henry 0 12.90 Madison County HS 54
96, -- Maine 1 14.25 Brunswick HS 39
97. - Puget Sound 1 21.50 Kamiak HS 72
98. #+1 Mid-Atlantic 1 17.00 Blacksburg HS 44 |
99, -1 Tarheel East 1 20.91 Cape Fear HS 52 .‘
100. -- West Virginia 0 15.20 Wheeling Park HS 3N
101, .- Hawaii 2 14.85 Kamehameha Schools 57
102, - Iroquois 1 8.91 Mount Mercy Academy 32
103. -- Guam 0 2.7 St. John's School 13
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THE CAPITOL CLASSIC
DEBATE INSTITUTE

Was hington D.C.

“A Summer to Remember’’

RETURNING JUNE 16 1O JULY 6, 2002

AND INTRODUCING A NEW FOUR-WEEK SESSION JULY 7 TO AUG. 3, 2002.

For information, contact Ronald Bratt, director, at 202-319-5447 or bratt@cua.edu.




“I love to dig up the question by the roots and hold it up
and dry it before the fives of the mind.”

— Abrahan Lincoln
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Roo, Kavita, Josh and Stephanie — Northeast Indiana NFL District

Think your opinion doesn’t matter? Talk to a few NFL members. They're living proof that words can
change lives. Over the years, National Forensic League members have gone on to become U.S. presidents,
Supreme Court justices, CEOs, and other influential thinkers. So can you. And Lincoln Financial Group
wants to help. That’s why we're a proud sponsor of the NFL, A&E’s BIOGRAPHY®
_EQ NATIONAL Project for Schools, and other educational programs for young people. To find
‘f IF_(% [}\Eg %l % out more about the National Forensic League, call 920-748-6206. And see how

Truining youth for leadership far you can go, when you have the power to make people listen.

5 ) . ®
Clear solutions in a complex world

I Lincoln

Financial Group®

© 2001 Lincoln Financial Group. Lincoln Financial Group is the marketing name for Lincoln National Corp. and its affiliates.





