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that is forth:Wady troublegome Id the South is the
inetatam-geograptasaisas. Medical

neverbeeis higher burmany mesa, perdadarly ruqd ones. are utideraetved Warms
Flag SioakeVandinbilt Uniwsnity outlined some of the policiesWhideluve

the
considered by stases-io influence the distributioitof health mampower. GordonDePri:sreavol;

of Noah Catalina at (lapel Hiller several spiel& pmgrams which gates

care
now have in operation and Sihich appear to hold sometwomise of success for delivering health'

ID MSS.
Legislators and educlors may iometimm have dfficulty communicating, but those attend-

ing the Legislative Wcsk Confetence had little trouble in discussing the 'capitol and the campus"
with a state senator turned university president and a university president turned legislator. State
Senator Robert Martin of Kentucky, formerly president ofEastern Kentucky State University and
Prestelent.Max Sherman of West Texas State University; formerly a Texas state senator, gave
views en higher education now that their roles have reversed.

their

The gubernatorial perspective on higher education issues is of particular interest to lees-
lators. Governor John D. Rockefeller IV of West Viriinia, chairman of SFtE13, shared his viewl
on a number of issues from his unique perspective as &governor who has served both as legislator

coilege president. Etovernor John N. Dalton of the Conference> host state of Virginia
" " * belie that taxpayir accountability tar bigbegieducation are likely. to

ev 'enittore.

It is our hope that the SREB Legislative Work -ad these essays will promote
iscussion and planning amonI higher education poi' Souk 4-

rn.
41,
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Winfred L. Godwin
President
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and theyll comdttne a msjority of all college students
withie another year or two. Ten yews ago they made up
only 46 percent of that goup. : Black students con-
rinted dent 7 mount of the college population in
1970, while is 1977 die percentage had increased to 11.
The number of black students 14 to 34 years of age
enrolled in school in 1977 (1.1 million) was twice the
number enrolled in 1970. These data are from the most
recent publication on population =lunges of the U.S.

. 11. .00

enrollment. while the new pmetging universities, the
state colleges thet tried to become universities, waded
to lose enrollment. The conimunity colleges continued
to increase emtilments by attracting people well over
the. cionese-age levd. Oner expect
somewhat sintihr results in enrollment patients by type
of institution as enrollments (bop in the 1990s, but some
factors may change the picture rather radically for the

blacks 18 to 24 years of age has increased (between
1970 and 1977) at almost twice the rate of whites in that
age group. "3 Given the live births and the birth rates
already known, these trends, showing a greater pro-
portion of worn** and minorities in college will con-
tinue to accelerate upward.

Also increasing rapidly in-the, past seven years is
the number of 25 to 34,sear olds up by about 32
percent. This age group will continue to increase rap-
idly for a dozen or more years becadse it contains those
persons born in the postwar boom. The impact of the
25- to 34-year-age group had not generally been recog-
nizell in higher erlucation, but just in one year. between

'1976 and 1977, the number of students over age 25
increased by 400,000 and of these students "the
number of women increased significantly while the
number of men did not.'

Two other trends will be of significance- to future
policy. One is the proportion of the ,age group which'
graduates from high school. This percentage rose to
roughly 80 percent in the United States and dropped two
percentage points.' This means that the high school
graduate pool from which Colleges draw most students
is smaller by thousands of students than if the rate had
remained stationary or continued to increase. Never-
theless, among whites 25 to 34 years old, the proportion
who had not completed high school was 24 percent in
1970 but only 15 percent in 1977; for blacks, the pro-
portion dropped from 47 percent to 29 percent.

The other trend influencing policy on higher edu-
cation is the college-going rate of the age soup. The
percent of males 18 and 19 years of age the youngest
ones that went on to college in 1970 was 40percent,
but that dropped to 34 percent by 1977. At the same
time that this verygreat drop was occurring with men

WOMM-Tnereased-lheir- rates-of
college-going by a couple of percentage points so it now
exceeds the rate fora ien.b

One final weed on -college emolhnentr. We know
from the experience in the early -1970s, when enroll-
ments were also doirig some fluctuating, thal the col-
leges most subject to enrollment drops wed the state
collegefuniversity types and the midi private liberal

.
arts colleges, mostly church-related. The big, uni-
velWes with distinguished reputations did not lose

'74

community coSege, especially if the number of part-
time students begins to decline or the particparion of the
older age group 25 to 34 reaches the sanuation point, as
it seems to have for males in the traditional college-age
group.

Financial and Cost Trends
, During the past ten years the volume of dollars for

higher education increased at a rate greater than enroll-
ment. Janet 4uyle at the Center for the Study of Higher.
Education at Berkeley found in her study of state appro-
priations that state general revenue going to higher
education increased some 200 percent since 1968.' In
the South, it was 254 percent against the 207 percent for
the nation. In the South, state general revenue increased
215 percent which was less than the 254 percent in-
crease in higher education appropriations. Much of this
difference came from the slackening support for de-
mentary and secondary education which in the South

_ sigdwc1,ITP42_4_7LEIXPeilk9.t. stag Jkeneral levePue
1968 to 38 percent in 1977. However, the percentageof
state general revenue going to higher education in the
South rose only 2 percent so just a fraction of the funds
realized from cutbacks in basic education went io the
higher institutions. If one accounts for inflation and
converts the dolled into constant deflated ones equal to
worth in 1969, the increase for the nation was only 69
percent rather than the 207 percent in unadjusted
dollars. By region: West 81 Percent, Central 62 percent,
South 86 percent, East 49 percent.

2.
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T h e s e t h e n a r e son o f the issuessiohich
ww

MSS
facing p.ortcymakersinihryearsitheack
are curting; some are new; andsome
diti ate old, but just cliscovered as an issue.

-apparent that the states have, on the
their fetrmg of FIE students at the ism*
1968, but it is also true that COsts Will
propoetion to lossesin enrollment and,

dads minted to severadissuesthespsts
to inctease even with niduced enrollment.

-----
Changes in Enrollment by 1985_ Policy Analysis Servicelteports-;Vot 3, No_ 1_ American Council on

BlUalltdribC OZIISUS- eliffent Population Reports; Series-P-20, No. 321, March 1978, U.S. GPO.
'

Bareatiof die Cerium Csirrent Population Reports, "Estimates of Population of die United Sates by Age,Sex,
197010 1977, Series p25, No 721, U.S. GPO, April 1978.

42 Bureau of the Census...duffer:I Population Reports, op. cit.,Nci, 321, p,

5. Golladay, Mary A.- The Condition ofEatiition. National Center for Education Statistics, U.S. GPO, 977, p. 174.

Bureau of diec.emns, Cssmetrt Population Reports, Segiett P-20, No 324, U.S. GPO, Awl 1978, p.

7. Ruyie, Janeji. and Lyman Glenny. State Budgeting for Higher Ethicadon: Trends irtState Revenue' Appropriatiorssfroirt
1968 to 1977. Center for Studies in Higher Education, University of California, Beikeley, 1978.

-,114Natio iral Center for Educational. Statistics. The Condition of Education 1977: Volume Three, Paril, OS. GPO, P. 181..

..;9. Bureau of the census, Curri Pc4pUlation Reports, op. cit., No 324, p. 24.

41.
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For more than two years, several colleagues and I
at the Brookings In on labored an a study of public

and private higher education, resulting in publi-
"Ofabdolkith that title eel* this yew.

Why cad Mriadertake this work at_ Brookings'?
Brookinii definitely has a Ww ..:Ocus and

Some ofus teem had watched the absoluie *loft-that
diVeloped,thiring the Education.Ameirdmenis of 1976*
Isagely because of an "1 to resolve public/privam
college' &spites over 1 .11 aid policy. The private
sector wanted one set of changes in the student aid
programs and the public sector another. No compro-
mise could be reached, and Congxess finally threw up
its colkctive hands -and said, "A pox on both your
houses we will leave things_ more or less
unchanged." And now the process oramending federal
student vid programs:is with us again", for the govern-
ment sees fit to re-examine these programs roughly
every four years. Consequently, our first motive was to

an.analysis-that might help prevent a deaf-
lodc the fortircomhig review; .

:Secondly, we-were very =drift= of the 25
percent drophi the 18-year-old population betWeen now
and 1993, and were particularly concerned that most of
the projected retrenchment would fall on the private
colleges and universities if no policy changes were
made. Thus, we concentratecron policies designed to
-preserve ahealthy private seofor.

Thirdly, we wanted to develoi some reasonable
proposals before the crunch of the 1980s. enrollment
declines was upon us; with colleges snimblirig into
bankruptcy and ,coming to the states for bail-outs. An

important aspect of the challenge is disit, as legislators,
you Walt:ed. to laire definite policy --- as a Self-
protective measure iftrotithig else reganfing what to
do when the number of trips to the -sta4=0MT
private college I:Presidents whose institutions are on the
kids":-Althriughibrattualviumbeiofprivatem---
college..dosings during the last six or seven yeam,
contrary to a lot of pubficitY, has been'ntiriiscule
fewer than 40 four-year.colleges and an equal number
of two-year -colleges the 1980s will be different
Ideally, you "sheetid develoripolicies_noWiri ariticipanon
of ire tough years aheadfor educatio,

Now, a few words about why you should worry,
about the private sector...Is there any reason to do so?
From a purely economic .perspective, there is less
reason now than a decade .ago; at least in states that
foresee excess capacity in hepubliesectot The ecori-
omic argument has been that the privajte sector saves

c. states millionsof&ibis by not having to educate those
students in public institutions. A decade ago; that was
an extremely persuasive argument.' n a situation where
some of you face the possibility of excess capacity in
public sector institutions, however, that argument
becomes less persuasive; and is probably not one on
which the case should -rest; It is, however, true that
small private colleges, heavily tuition - dependent, are
among the must vulnerable in the forthcoming decade.
furthermore, the Higher edufation marketplace awl
I'm going to use. thi4 term even though it is oftek",

i* heavily skewed against the pi
colleges.. 1 1 1 charges hi-the private and public sec-
fors bear no rational relattonship to the costs ofeduca-
tion in the two sectors. Thui, there* no reason to

*Dcivid W. Breneman is a senior fellow pit the Brookings Institution.7771e views expressed are Dr.
Breneman's and not necessarily those of the officers, trustees or staff members of the Brookings
Institution.
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1 have tided a amobes of akerostkves -open to
policysidter s coocesned-with the cistrinition of pity-
s ckas bad' pecgafflicaly madbyspislally; Mae me
*Ohms, and analaistiosiat the alusT4solds be dis-
owned at leapt' Throtaibout, I hie: -tleitthe concept

' "notkilerved" as if it dad 4(tectiMa' d idlinitig. Al-
datingban= ate designated as undenrivedi as a matter
of cdracial policy, designation is Imam certainly not a
science. Not :only do, we need A:o kocriN more- about

which policies' are likely to be coshedrectivois teassOf
locationespecitAty dioices, lin-we also Red to do a Int

..more diking about the ailmiktis be aid is dtu
Dating umierserved meas. Ilieviably, di is to a large
exams a potitic' al question. But the political paw=
%%mild be much beta: informed if these wen better
Warman= about how snatical case .detivay Mars
ac5onting to viimios' is in physician awalsbegy.111

I
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Bader, J.R. and Knight. R. "The Designined Areas Project Study of bkdical Practice Areas." Haigh Savielposeareb Unit,

Univaisity of rent at Caratuny. Arne 1974.
CoOernan W. 3. "rn of 203 DoctoesStay iq Undaserved Areas. 'Orsalria Methcai Review. brorinber 1973. pp. 774-777.
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Chaao& the Focus to Health Care Delivery
Gordon H. DeFriese*

In the American South the topic of health man-
power distribution usually bas- rekvance to two .

separate, bui closely related, issuesthe lack of access
to health care services in rural areas, and the need for
additional medical manpower is the primary care prac-
tice specialties.

Discussions of strategies for affecting the distil-
, bution of medical manpower remind me of what it's Lice

to apply' chocolate frosting to a layer cake. We usually

have a limited amount of frosting to apply and adeady
defined area to cover. But import= decisions have to
be made as to the thitimess of application at certain
points. For example, wheder to apply an equal amonnt.
between each layer as Joie have saved for the isp;
whether to ice the sidei as thickly as eipewhere_ What
firosting-a cake we can pla around with the available
resources and options id some extent by Moochinga
particularly. rich section of tiosting in older to have
extra frosting for some other area not so well endowed.

* Gordonli. De Friese is director of the Health Services Research Ceruer at the University of North
Carolina at Chapel Hill.
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This, it is my intention to approach the topic of
health resource distribution from the perspective of the
kinds-Of programs! needed to meet community health A'
caw needs, not from the persiiective of attempting to
achieve some kind of numerical balance in the distri- .
bution of a particular kind of Personnel.

.1 have been asked to describe specific examples of

promise for being successful as attempts to deal with the
health manpower 'distribution problem. Before doing
whit I have been asked to cicAlicl liketo point out that
rural communities, no matter Eow isolated or remote,
are rarely un-served. . Several studies of health care
often discover several hundred different providers of
health care brmg used on a, regular teals by residents of
these communities.

.44
On the. other hand, rural communities arc often

under-seived. In fact, access to care and/or patterns of
health services are such that we now know that rural
residents are actually, subsidizing the health care of
urban residents When they participate as beneficiaries in
community- rated, third-party insurance schemes such
as Medicare. Under Medicare -Part B (which covers .
physician services), rural and urban enrollees pay the
same premium and have an equal contribution made in

. their behalf by the federal government. Rural residents
fail to recover their "fair share" of -the reimbursement
dollars per capita they have.paid into the Medicare-Part
IL-,--foragram. This relationship holds among states with
different concentrations of rural residents. and among
counties- within single states when rural and urban
counties, are conipared might add thaidataon private
health insurance are hard to get for the purpose of
condUcting an analysis of this sort; but we have reason
to believe that a similar pattern would be found. Such a
situation constitutes an argument for increasing pro-
srammatic attention to the health care heeds of rural
people. Not only are there fewer health care resources.
available and accessible to ,rural communities, but
residents of these communities are paying for services
they never receive. ,

Getting to the task assigned me, it is important to
the criteria judgea.prograrn....

as being 'successful" or workable...
The fist Criterion, of course, is criterion of access

to primary tie-a1 care services. This is a jargon term
from the .rnetlical care field which Um certain all of you
have now-become fully accustomed to using aspart of
your everyday legislative work in the health field. The
term does have a specialized-Meaning which I will not
deal with here. It is sufficient to point out that use of this
.term as a criterion' f program success lisnally implies
that the program offers4cir makes available) a range of
services that are considered approyriate to primary care;
that the potential clients of the program know how these

1

services lore available; that these serer are provided
in an equitable fashion to everyone; that they aft accept-
able to clients of the program; and' that the levelt of
utilization and penetration of the service population
indicate that the program is a significant component of
the health care delivery system in the view of those for
whom it was developed. And .you know how many
times programs hnve been developed that aren't used
and have to be folded down.

The second major criterion is the criterion of pro-
gram stablity/permanance. The decision to invest in any
particular approach to health care delivery will rest
upon the reasonable assumption that the program pill
not be "here today and gone tomorrow." In developing
primary care programs in communities that have no
other source of medical care, we are interested in
finding out about the possibility of manpower retention;
financial stability (including the necessity of filling
some kind of financial gap with a continuing subsidy of
some sort and there are programs in some coramuni--
ties that can never be self-sustaining but they are cost
effective); and the degree to which potential clients
recognize the program as a permanent fixture

one they can depend on to be there when 'they
need it..

Finally, the.third major criterion of importance. is
the notion of program impact. I am especially interested
in including this criterion in my own list because I think
that most of you would include it in yours as well. But if
most of us were asked to fund the evaluation of any of
these programs we would most likely exclude an evalu-
ation on this criterion from the proposed evaluation
design 1Ni:cause-of our belief that 'such an evaluation
cannot be done. I think this is something-that badly
needS attention and- I am pleased to note that my col-
leagues and I at Chapel Hill have begun just this past /
week, 'with a grant from . Robert Wood Johnson
FoundatiOn. and the cooperation of the Office of the
Secretary of the Lt. S. Department of Health; Education;
and Welfare (which will invest approximately
$1 -million in the effort) to try to measure all three
aspects, of what we think will be a comprehensive
evaluation of turalkrimahealth cane program models_
developed -under public and private auspices in die
United States. With specific regard to 'impact" assess-
ments, we are interested in the health outcomes of such
programs and the degree of .patient satisfaction that
-result from the operation oftheieprograms in the com-
munities they serve. t

Ler me talk Rout some A: have been
developed in the rural areas which X
strategic models for meeting the care
needs of rural citizens. There are basickly, in view,
five different kinds of strategies for meeting
rural health care needs that have been deve - in the

.
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really not very Muchinvolved at all. We'raintereated in
picking a group of physicians we think are, reall9 hot-
shot' physicians, and paring them up with a voup of
administntors we think ant really sophisticated, and
then finding a corm unity for these people to do their
thing. The Community Health Initiative Model (Model
5) is a very different approach.

Quite lieneatly we dpn't have adequate data at t he
present time to determine which of these aproaches is
most likely to produce a itableohd effective primary
care delivery program in a rural community. We do
have 'success stories" for each, and this leads us to
conclude that local situations in particular communities
may be so diffetent as to make generalizations imrpssi-
ble.. There needs to be a fit. however, we believe,
bet%veen the community and the style or nature of the
program developed.

Secondly, there are wide differences in the
of front-end technical assistance and subven-

required to develop these programs. The Man-,
power* Placement Model requires the least cclutical
`assistance, and its response to the problem is the most
'basic, for it aims simply at placing a health -professional
in a given location. In fact, in some of those cases, no
questions are even asked' about what the community
needs. A community may happen to have a physician=
to-population ratio less than another one, so phat we do
is to correct that problem -- we don't worry about what
other problems we may create by putting 'a physician or
a dentiserhem. ;.

. Primary care programs which evolve from existing
delivery systems, such as hospitals and health depart-
ments, seem to require somewhat less technical assis-
tance to get started. In general, however, having a
source (or sources) of technicahadvice and assistance
can expedite the process of getting such program off
the ground, especially when developed under the aus-
pices of a community organization without expeise in
the health field.

The third major distinction among thiSe =fiefs,
relates to d* comprehensiveness of the program being
developed: And if I were a state legislator, I Would

.i..,......scodtaadietherjunakesanhetherihe,
:.program is anything other than a turnstile medical care
pcactke or it really comprehensively tries to deal with
healthcare problems in a community. The Manpower
Placement Model (Model 31 is the most elementary in
this regard. Other models st with some concept of the
health care nee* of a population and move to fashion a

. program anirilid these needs are'sill familiar with
th*fragnientation which characterizes the human ser-
woes in gene*. Many of these models (bray adclress
this problem throogh explicit efforts to integrate pri-
mary care services with other kinds of services in order

1* make the full range of these available to clients under
a single roof. It is a question of great impietance to ask
-whether a more cooreitensitmeuppeoach to prima!),
care delivery in fact is worth the addldonal cost and

7 effort.
When we ask about the workability or success of a

given Strategy for providing health care serviceato nail
communitiei. we become aware of the fact that dee
criteria of access to care, program stability and health
impact ate not mutually exclusive. When the scope of

- services available is perceived so be limited or inade
qusite, levels of utilization will drop below the level
necessary to sustain an ongoing cSnical program. When
the personnel associated with a given program are on
temporary assignment and without visible roots in and
:conunitment to the oommturity, patient loyalty to the
program will be correspondingly reduced. When a tura,
health clinic adopts a posture of providing ohly those
services requested by patients who enter the clinic's .

front door in "turnstile' fashion, important health-
prpblems (e.g. adolescent drug . use, hypertension,
infant mortality and morbidity) may go unattended?.

Ibis is not the time nor the;lace to argue the meats
of narrow vs. broadscope of program.sclientvs. profes-
sional control, or the necessity of ongoing financial
supports for rural primary care programs. In fici, the
data by which to support such arguments are not espe-
daily plentiful at present and , only now are being
collected.

simple. That is, a focus on manpower supply alone is an
madeouate/partial- solution to a much. more complex
problem. Higher education PolicY. Isthink you'll gather.
from my remarks,. alone cannot solve thisproblem. One
can deal with this problem by assigning manpowerV

the gaps that appear in one community or another3(g
. we will be able-to do with the rapid increase in 'available
` manpower for assignment 'under the auspices. of de

NatiOnal'HealthService Corps). One can .mandatethat
certain service package will be" offered in all piablic-
supported clinical programs, as we are seeing under the '.
federalhrral Health Initiative Program. What is more
difficult is to insure that the development of a configur-

-aSdirdrheWt**itigiamereifierifrtartesat-CVRr""-
Meet the full range of primary care needs of a com9m-
ity and, at the same time; insure the continuity and
stability of those services in the community over time.

It would be my hope that future program develop-
ment .-andiPolicar decisions regarding health care for
underserwed areasTmaini" y rural areas) would start hock:'...
a concept of the kind Ofbealdi Services package that
minimsoliy necessary to meet the community's needs,
rather than from a. goal of placing it physician in every.
community currently aditout one.

The main point of what 1 have to say is very .

.
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' Them Is also the goarter. faced
=Whining council, that the line of
cape* doom betimes coos nation and
alleys so mint osier for the staff of a council to carry

it. on its functions through control rather than through the
move difficult method of leadership. While I favor a.
strong coardinatinga?uncil, the essential governance of
an institution must be left tam independent. auton-
omous bond, restricted only in the matterof coordina-
tion by the centraliciruncil.

I

Now, as a legislator,- I must be frank admit that
my -viewpoint has been widened. I that, as a
member of the legislature, whit wean al ish in
the matter of financing of higher ...
tive involvement in higher matters is
definitely limited. The governor Nought us A budget of
$7.5 billion for the biennium. we raised certain
questions about it We got .a change of approximately
one percent la that budget, almost entirely by the add-

1-"- Won of S75 million, but even those suggestions finally
carnebaac from the governor and his staff. The role and
independence of the legislature must be increased not

. . only in this area, hut in all areas of state government. I
now find it incumbent upon me to give more attention to
all needs of the state. whereas in the past I had felt the

_obligation. to represent education alone, leaving to
others the preientatiotof other needs.

...nothing annoys me (mite as-much .
asthe suggestions that we raise tuition
and then agree to help the ones who

- are hurt' by the increase. The latter
rarely happens." .1

4

reductions in taxes. If we fail to dOthis, thee we are
faced with the mem se's improedtof ',Prepaid?* 13.

ma. .period -of rso:Sord% or limited son*
higher education, it is impotent th at we rosinniin
lowest possibW level of midair at bode the pia* and
private -institutions. The low tuition prindpIE is an

Eleventh C.ommandment" tome anditothths atnioys
me byte as much as the suggestion that we raise tuition
and then mpg% to hely the ones who arc hurt by the
increase. The latter rarely happens. Low ".1. is the.
best 'form of student aid that has been Low
tuition will help keep all institutions open and available
to students.

We must as a legislatuie be sure that we leave ,

authority with independent autonomous boards ip our
institutions in a wide enough degree to develop inno-
vative programs, so they can save money to bi used in
developing other programs rather that having it taken
away by a central board or by the legislature. The thing
that concerns me most about central councils tithe faCt
that they. are -capable of laying a dead hand on higher
'ethication. and killing innovation. I will change my
attitude about this if I am ever shown any innovative
work done 'by a council or any effective use of incen-
tives made by councils.

Much of what I have said might be interpreted as
negative. I have not intended kit° be that way but t felt I
sholtld raise some of these questions.

Nothing has occurred in my_lifetime to in any way
diminish my faith in thesimpartapce of education. My
faith in education is still as strong, as determined5nd as
bright as it has been throughout my life. We have..to
admit, howitver, that' more questions will be raised

'about the quality of elementary, secondary, and higher
education than ever before. Our image in higher educa-
tion is somewhat tarnished.'"e

Emplciyment roatterns have changed, and it is not
As a candidate for the state senate in a'antriar- . as easy now for a college graduate to get ajob; but Icon

*direly, conairvatifie district; I talked with hundreds of. letoetnber when it was not easy graduated
people; heard themsay foud-andclear that they Vierc from is the midst of the in 1934.

. tired of hag . government and disturbed by high taxes , Pethatisiwe have over-erdpinSizedthat a college edisca-
required so support big government, and annoyed don will pay peat dividends materially. The best divi-

.....,-...teonfLlardi.auhejnonsing.mimbmnf=01sions-,......deedsit httsgniditLere trite of theloPment

;-.

and restrictions affectmg their businesses and personal
fives. The appieval -of Proposition. 13 came as no sur-
prise. While we have, I believe, a balanced, bite,/ tax
base in Kentucky, I cannot truthfully stand before you

.and
say there Is not considerable money wasted by

4uPfiliacim. by .PoPtieS, by inefficiency a4d-- mast''
times. by.aii excessive timber cifotiployees.

.

.i.Fhereatioroblem 4acing all °Les is; the inimediSte
Alton. is Wiwi elimin" ate waste in goveiniiient, 'and
apply these salving!' -mutant the: necessary cost of gov-
erninent;andmitkeitjpossilde forth= to be reasonable

hump spun.
They say we are over-educating 'the populetion.

This to me is rank bow. .
Aseducators and , if should be alerted

sec that we maintain programs of .quallty,.-thatAve-
main' tain. access to higher .education, and &at we

..develdtre&cient alternatives make provision for
the ben gus- of incentives andinnovtion. Ahove all, let `

. us hariess evegy means for assuring quality and safe: ,
guard our instinitions from the bureaucracy con sty
being developed at the state and national lever: .
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