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seems to have held for many years (at least for each of the presidents serving dur-
ing the last half of the twentieth century, through Fleming, Shapiro, me, and
Bollinger).
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Although the dot-com collapse of the late 1990s and a loss of momentum in uni-
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ily, recent efforts by Mary Sue Coleman and her development team have put the
university back on track to achieve this goal by 2010.

6. Winston Churchill, Speech to House of Commons, October 28, 1943.
7. This is Pentagon parlance for “Defense Condition 3,” a serious level of

preparation for defense against a thermonuclear attack.
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versity medical center.
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