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state’s ﬂagshlp was drivmg a Ford Pmto o
- southu Méanwhile total tuition and fees .-
~what ;the . inclidirig income from the Available Uni--
i .. versity Fund lagged well behind our chief
P! ubhc-university competitors. - e
-~+In ‘order. to balance the budget in thez
test- .- boom years, the university deferred rou- o

T e “repair: and . renovation on exlstingf

| milho to cnmauze ‘the football practice‘
. ‘field won't disturb an atom in my: soul ,
. There are- bigger mystenes in. life-

( D

“.numbers‘camé with words-at the begm
- ning? Grade school friends called me at .-

" JAckson 6-4525. Theh numbers took over -
gy complete}y, ‘and my ‘high school buddies -

- called.me at 526-4525. Nowwordsarestag" :
- ing acomebaek, butina sneakattack from
- 2ctio i{f.l. nuinbers like 585-

,\"

',‘ba]ll:ncWilladopta 471-
: CASH"‘ 1-800-AVARIC e T
- IPT were usceptibl to. :dmharmon in.x
. my igoul; it would:be over what’ Nobel '
. ‘prize-winner Steyen’ Weinberg ‘would-call -
. serious adult matters. For example, you
might haveread abot U’I‘President Larry ol

. !Faulkner’s plan: “to’raise student fees -t - -
- UT-Austin: Particularly worrisomeiswhy _
. ourpresidenthas o] propose thisdurmgan ‘
e00nomic ‘dovmturn.
~‘The’ ahswer: is" eVen more troublmggi ]

) Throughout ‘the 19905 when'the economy . off ] i
- was;’ experienomg prolonged and dizzying. ' studen! x each studentﬂ :
growth state stipport for UT-Austin grew d ' th utes ofmy time, -

- at an-annual rate-of:1.9 percent or <-0:8:
percent relatlve to the Consumer Price .

- Index.- Compare ¢hese ﬁgures with 132/

: I’ : ' ;
peroent and- +0.6 percent in'the °80s, a:nd ‘
. you'll see a depressing trend. As the '90s
. economy was dnvmg aLexus, SUV north, - . {
- albeit : com and ‘Enron Palaim $ Dicksu cemenmm Prpfessorof Cigs-
fumes, fhndmg for hlgh ‘reducatlon ati;he sics at: tthe L UT-Austin. Thiése; dre his ownviews.




