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The Alumni Association ofthe University of Mis SOUl i-Columbia - an independent corpora
tionofformer students - has as its primary purpose the support of the University. Themem
bership, therefore, has an obvious interes t in state government, especially as it relates to 
higher education. At its July 24 meeting, the Executive Committee of the Association's 
Board voted unanimously to a sk the two gubernatorial candidates - incumbent Governor 
Christopher (Kit) Bond, a Republican, and challenger Joseph P. Teasdale, a Democrat
their views on public higher education generally and the University of Missouri, specific
ally. The 20 questions were compiled from lists submitted by Missouri m embers ofthe Asso
ciation's Communications Committee. 

~ 
Have you visited the 
University of Missouri during 
the past year for an event other 
than athletics or except to 
campaign? Which campuses? 
For what purpose? 

BOND: In the past yeUl" I have had the 
opportunity to visit the following campuses 
of the University of Missouri for the fol
lowing purposes: October, 1975, UMC , 
Rap session with student leaders from the 
four MU campuses ; JanUal")' , 1976, UMKC, 
Reception at Chancellor Olson's home to 
discuss capit a l improvement priotit ies; 
March, 1976, UMR, Annual St. Pattick 
Dayactivities;April,1976, UMC,Attellded 
Annual Journalism Banquet; May, 1976, 
UMKC , spoke at Commen cem en t acti-
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vities; September, 1976, UMSL, partici
paled in dedication of the Madllac Cam · 
p", 

TEASDALE : Yes. I visited with Intelim 
President J ames C. Olson s hortly after 
he was a ppointed to the post. We discuss
ed the University of Missouri's goals, 
needs, budget, and plans. 

~ What distinguishes 
public higher education from 
private? What is the role 
of each? 

BOND: The prim ary distinction between 
private and public higher education is the 
source of fun ding. Their role is to fulfill 
their educational mission for those they 

TEASDALE: The University of Missouri 
fOlTns one sector of public higher educa-

tioll. The his toric role of the University of 
Missouri has been a land grant school. 
Land grant educational insti tutions were 
originally established to provid e educa
tional opportunities for all persons. The 
mission of a land grant university is to 
provide teaching, research, a nd ex ten 
sion or community service ac tivities. 

Private colleges and universities were 
establis hed historically with a narrower 
base of potential students because of the 
costs associated with a private edu ca
lion. Missouri is fortunate to have a mix 
of ou ts tanding public and private colleges 



and universities. Missouri's private col· 
leges and universities oITer broad liberal 
art~ programs, special academic prob"rams 
not found 01' emphasized in public colleges 
and universities, and oller potential stu
dents an alternative of a private, inde
pendent or religious a ffili ated institu
tion of higher ed\leation. 

@ What role should the 
University play In the state 
higher educational system? 

BOND: The University of Missouri, as 
a land-gram institution, has the mission 
to provide instruc tion, research and public 
service. I believe the University is and 
should be the O(lgshi]} of public hi gher 
education In Missouri. 

TEASDALE: The role of the University 
of Missouri in the state higher educational 
system has not been clearly defined by 
the University of Missouri or the Depart
ment of Higher Education. The Univcrsity 
of Missouri's attempt to define a role and 
scope as part of An institutional long
range planni ng program was misunder
stood by many within the university sys
tem and abandoned. 

As Governor, my task is not to prescdbe 
what role the University should play in the 
state h igher educational system but to 
insure that a role is defined in relation to 
the other state colleges and universIties, 
community colleges, and private colleges 
and universities 

~ 
What do you think the 

, A people of the state expect 
LJ from the University of 

Missouri system? 

BOND: The people of Missouri have re
ceived, and therefore come to ex pect, 

excellence []'0111 the University of Missouri 
through its extension division, quality of 
instruction, and other services. 

TEASDALE: The average person prubabl~ 
feels the Un iversity of Mis~ouri system 
shou ld pmvide the best teaching, research, 
a nd community service possible for the 
leas t amount of cos t. In the past decade, 
the University of Missouri has grown sub· 
s tan tiatly in terms of st udents, stHff, 
programs, and budget. It is now so la rge 
that the average citizen is unaware of 
the scope and size orthe university system 
and has not developed a set of expectations 
for the system other than the general 
ex]>cctations listed above 

~ 
From your assessment of 
state needs, do you thInk 
more or less money needs 
to go to higher education? 
Why? 

BOND: During the Bond·Phelps Admin· 
istration, state support for higher cduca· 
tion has incrcased more than $50 million 
-with no state tax increase. In the future, 
higher education budgets will depend upon 
the needs of the institutions and avail-
able state resources. 

TEASDALE: From my initial assessment 
of state needs, the answer to this question 
will require additional information, reo 
search, and input fr om the people of 
Missouri in terms of their statewide prior
Ities. The University of Missouri and the 
other state colleges and universities en' 
joyed a period of rapid growth in students, 
staff, fac ilities, and state funding during 
the 1960's. Under the current adm inis
tration the University of Missouri system 
has been in a stable or /lQ.-growth situation 
in te rms of funding. Higher ed ucation 
historically has been a high state priority 
need and continues to command a substan· 
tial percentage of the state budget 

t have adopted the position that I will 
challenge every agency, develop a concept 
of zero based budgeting, remove dupli
cation of services, and introduce a "Sun
set Law" for Missouri in order to annually 
challenge every agency. T fee l this must 
become a major aspect of my adminis· 
tration in ord er to provide the type of 
government Missourian's expect and also 
to free up additional state monies to 
support priority needs. If the people of 

Missouri continu e to view higher edu
cHtion as a priority need. my adminis
tration will make every Httempt to 
provide adequate fund ing for all state 
colleges and universities. 

~ 
Have we reached a peak 
In the percentage of the 

O state budget being pumped 
into higher education? 
If not, where should 
additional funds come 

from? Additional taxes? Higher student 
fees? Reallocating from other 
state-funded programs? Other sources, 
if any? 

BOND: Missoulian s can take plide in the 
fac t that we consistently rank well above 
the national average in percent of general 
revenueappropMated tohighet"education . 
Themostrecentstntisticsrevealthatinthe 
last fi scal year Missouri allocated 16.4% 
of its general revenue to higher education, 
whereas the national average was 12.2%. 

It is important th at student fe es remain 
aslowaspossiblesoastoguarantee access 
to our colleges and universities for all 
Missourians. Yearly growth in the state's 
economy has allowed us to appropriate 
significant increases to higher education, 
and I believe this will continue. 

TEASDALE: Part of the answer to this 
question is found in the answer to Question 
5. 

I do not feel the people of Missouri will 
support additional taJl:es at th is time to 
finance higher education or other s tate 
needs. If the colleges and universities of 
Missouri continue to have funding prob
lems the answer for add itional funds will 
have to come from higher student fee s or 
other sources developed by the higher 
education system. Most public colleges 
and universities in Missouri presen tly 
charge student fees which are often sev
eral hundred dollars below plivate higher 
education institutions. 
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!l Do you favor exempting 
prescription drugs and food 
from the state sales tax? 
If so, how would you 
recommend that the state 
handle this loss of revenue? 

BOND: I cannot support the exemption 
proposaL T he exemption offood and drugs 
from state sales tax would cOSt over $ 140 
million in Slale funds and ol'er $40 million 
in local governmenl revenues. lfthis initia-

~~~s~:;::~~ ;~:r~r:~!~\Ss:sito\;' Os~~sl;~~~~'\~ 
cuts in all programs funded from general 

TEASDALE: This issue will be a question 
decided by the voters of Missouri ill the 
November general clCt'liOIl 

The sales tax produces a major portion 
of sta te re venue a~ we ll as a critical part 
of many cities' revenue. While major tax 
refonn is needed in illissouri. the present 
propos;lJ of exempting prescription drugs 
and food from state sales tax will havc a 
major impact on tax revenues of State and 
local government. Iffair' and equitable tax 
alternatives are proposed to replacc po
tential lost revenues, I could support this 
exclllpt ioll of presc ription drugs and 
food £I'olll the sales ta."' . It will be up 10 the 
General Assembly 10 propos!"' alternatives. 

o private higher education? @ Should the state aid 

o tf so, in what ways? 

BOND, Article I, Section VII, ofMissoUii's 
Constitution comains strict provisions 
prohibiting state aid to private schools 
and universilies . 

TEASDALE, The people of 1'.Ussouri vo ted 
on August 3, 1976. to reject state aid 10 
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private educa tion and I abide by the voteT 
preference as expressed at the polts 

® What is your reaction to o ~~~I~:~~? g~Oh~hs~~~~~if~e 
priorIty of Junior college 
state funding be compared 
to the University's 

appropriations? 

BOND: The growth o f the community 
coileges in recent years is attributable 
to lIIuny fartors. The flexibility in meeting 
the needs o f a varied constituency ha~ 
made the community colleges partleularly 
allractive to adul ts desiring cont inuin g 
education. veterans, and hi gh school 
graduflles. The junior coll eges serve to 
complement the work of the Univel"sUy o f 
MissouT"i and the other four-year colleges 
by offering a wid e ran ge ofeduentiorml al
ternatives. The priority of funding is 
characterized by the fact that comm unity 
colleges a nd the University of Mi ssouri 
are state functio ns fllld both must receive 
an equitable share of funds lwailabl e. 

TEASDALE: M.issouri hilS not experienced 
the development of community colleges 
coverin g the elllire st llt e compnrable LO 

SUITOU1Tdings tatessuchas Iowa, which has 
developed a strong commun ity coll ege 
system. Community colleges in Missouri 
have grown because they have m et a need 
for the first two years of liberal m·ts pro
grams and have pro vid ed [l val"iety of 
technical and vocational programs. When 
you luok at the s tudent enrullments in 
the VUJ:ious sectors of higher education, 
commu nity culleges have dt'ained liberal 
arts st udents from the higher educational 
system primarily at the expense uf pri
vate higher education and have had II 

minor effect on the enrollment of the s tate 
colleges and universities. 

Part of the explanation for the rapid 
community college enrollment growth has 
been the development of vocatiunal a nd 
technical program s not offered by state 
colleges and universities in Ihe public or 
ptivate sectors. Additionally, the college 
level undergraduate courses provided by 
community colleges have been offered at 

Republican Christopher S. Bond 

times conve nient to a I:l!"~e body of persons 
wishing to re-enter high,~r ed uca tion aT 
continue their ed ucation. The courses of
fered in cum munity colleges have attnIC!
ed s tudent s at a cost subSl<1nti :llly less 
thall the st:1te collegcs f:lIld univers ities. 

Community co lleges have been and con
tinue to be supported by loca l tllxes, 
student fees, and s tate lind federal sources. 
As lun g as these institutions arc responsive 
to the needs of persons in the community, 
they will continue to show growt h lmd 
stl"cngt h. The priority given community 
college fundin g compared to University 
appropriations s hould be based on state 
needs and the concepts discussed earl ier 
in terms ofchailenging every agency, zero 
based budgeting, and an evaluation of 
eveJ'y program before increased or re
duccd financing. 

~ @ Would you support O efforts to increase 
the University of 
MIssourI's share 
of state funds? 

BOND: In the last four years state support 
forthe UllivcrsityofMissout"i has inet"eased 
by $30 million . despite relatively stable 



enroihnents and no state tax increase. I 
shall continue to review the needs of aJi 
higher educat ion in Missouri as recom· 
mended by the Coordinating Board 1"01 
Higher Education. 

TEASDALE: On ly i f: l. T he people of 
Missouri continue to view higher educa
tion as a priori ty concem for the expend
itul"esofstate funds. 2. The Un lvcrsityean 
continue 10 j u stify existing programs and 
new programs proposed for aJi campuses 
under scrutiny of zero based budgeting lind 
the "Sunset Law." 3. The University of 
Missouri nHlkes every effort to spend li.l nds 
appropriated in thc most cffi cicnt manner 
1md seeksaddilionnl sources of revenue 
through increased student fees or othel 
funding sources. 

~ ~ 
Many persons close to 
the University point to a 
large backlog for 
construction of 
necessary new buildings 
and improvements in 

existing buildings because of the 
restricted capital appropriations of 
recent years. Do you believe this 
backlog exists? If so, how would you 
cope with it? 

BOND: The view that the Universit y's 
capital improvement a]}propl"iations have 
been ·'resttictcd"in reccnt yem·siscl"ronc
ous. In the las t legislat ive session I rec
ommended and approved several large 
capital improvemen t projects for the Uni
versity of Missouri. Among these arc: Law 
School at UMKC ($6.2 mill ion), NUl"sing 
School at UMC ($3.3 m illion), acquisi tion 
of the Mari llac Campus for UMSL ($5.5 
million). In addilion , we were able 10 se
cure the reappropriation of$5.8 million fOl" 
Ihe Performing Ans Center at UM KC and 
the University Hospital addition at UMC 
($750,000). T hi s amounts to 27.6% 
of all capital appropriations for the entire 
state government. 

TEASDALE: One of the tasks of the De-

partrncnt of Higher Education is to provide 
the Governor and the General Assembly 
with an annual ti>aingof"thei"acility needs 
of ;111 institu!lons of higher education in 
Missouri. This listing of neeos mllst be 
challenged by the De]lurtment of Highet· 
Educntion, the General Assembly. and the 
Govcrnor·s office as to what constitutes 
IlCct'ss{/rynewbui ldingsandimpl"ovcrllcnt 
in existing bui ldings. We must continue 
to fund only the essential facilities on a 
pay-as-you-go basis unless Ihe people of 
Missoul"i vote a bond issue or the colleges 
and un iversit iesofMissou ti can seekothet 
sourccsoffunds(federalsourccsol·thesale 
of revenue bonds through private lenders.) 

Democrat Joseph P. Teasdale 

~ :?2 Should the guidelines 
used by the 
Coordinating Board 
on Higher Education 
to determine 
appropriation 

recommendations include special 
recognition of the unique service, 
medical, other profeSSional, and 
research programs performed by the 
University of Missouri? 

BOND: The form ula cunently being used 
by th e Coordinating Board for Highet 
Education in preparing budget requests 

and recommendations does indeed, t a ke 
into consideralion the un ique services of 
the University of Missouri. The CB I-I E 
makes specific line item recommenda ti ons 
for research, public servke, and hospi ta ls 
in addilionlO the credit hour calcu lations 
that n13ke up their recommendntio n fo r 
instructional programs of the Univer s i ty. 

TEASDA LE: It is not clear what is JTI(w nt 
byspcciai recognition ofthc unique sc t·vice, 
medical, olher professional and resem'ch 
programs IlCrlbrmed by the University o f 
Missouri. 

The University of Missouri sysle m tiS 

was staled earlier is a Innd grant uni vc r
sity. 1 have pointed out thc historical ro le o f 
the land grant system to provide leac hin g, 
research, and community service o r ex 
tensioll. Because of its historical mi ssio n 
and current size, the University has bec n 
able toobwin research and extension fu n d 
ing from local and fL'()cra i sources ns we U 
as private sources not available 10 ot h er 
co lleges and universi ties in Mi ssouri . 
The majority of the costs of medical e d u 
cation prese ntly are supported by th e 
federal government relieving the Uni vcl'
sity financially in a way not available to 
colleges and universi ties without su c h n 
program. Addition al expansion of o the t· 
professional schools is also being question 
ed by many of the schoofsthemsclves . 

~ @ Are you satisfied with 
the operation of the 
Coordinating Board 
on Higher Education? 
Should this body be 
strictly a policy

making board or an operating board, 
or both? How much authority would 
you like to see it have over higher 
education in Missouri? 

BOND: The citizens of MiSSQuti created 
the Coordinating Board for Higher Ed u cn
lion through reorganization. T he S t a l e 
reorganization la w nssigns th e COO l·
dinating Board specific statu tory d uti es 
which make the board partially a poticy
mak ing body and an opera t in g board . 
Among its many responsibilities is t h e 
Slatutory authority to recom m e nd th e 
budgets for Missouri's public institu tions 
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of higher education. The Coordinating 
Board has done an excellent job, and tht! 
nine members who serve on the board are 
as dedicated as any board or commission 
in state government and truly serve public 
higher educatiOll in Missouri well. 

TEASDALE : Th is question is vel1' com
plex and involves many facets that cmmot 
be adequately developed in this anSlVel 

The University of Missouri, under state 
reorganization, has maintained its auto
nomous rolc as an in dependent agency of 
the State of Missouri. It reports to the De
partment of Higher Education for budget
ing and reportin g of enrollment, facilities, 
manpower, and mission. The department 
does not currently have the authority to 
regulate the University of Missouri 

Because of the intense lobbying that 
occurred in the development of the state 
reorganiZation legislation and in the imple
mentation of it, a great deal of maneuver
ing has occurred both in the operation of 
the Department of Higher Education and in 
its policy m aking and operational roles. 
As Governor, T would like to see the Gen
eral Assembly examine the Department 
of Higher Education, how 11 is functioning, 
and wh at improvemen ts or perfections 
are lleeded in existing legislation in order 
to remove duplication of programs. 

Currently, each state college and univer
sity has some autonomous status in govern
ing boards, with the University of Mis sou
Ii having the added s tatus of an indepen
dent agency. State colleges and univel'si
ties are allowed to appear before the Gener
al Assembly and plead their case for budget 
needs above those recommended by the 
Department of Higher Education. This 
arrangement can continue in the future if 
Missouri develops a coordination mechan
ism through lhe Department of Higher 
Education that will insure the removal of 
duplication in programs as well as the 
approval of all new degree programs. 

If projections are correct, Missouri 
should e}(perience a serious decline in en
rollments in higher education in the early 
1980's. As the competition for students 
becomes keener, the "cry" for additional 
support will grow louder from each of the 
stale colleges and universities. There must 
be coordina tion and removal of duplication 
in order to have the funding necessary 10 
continue the higher educational system at 
a high pn)fessional level. 
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maintaining the ~ ~ 
Do you lavo< 

~ constitutional status 
of the University of 
Missouri? 

BOND: The independent constitutional 
status of the University of Missoud is part 
ofils great heritage, and I see !loeffort to 
remove it. 

TEASDALE: Yes 

~ ~ 
Do you lava' Ih. 
continuation of 
University funds being 
appropriated on a 
single-line operations 
basis? 

BOND: To require line-item state appro
priations to the University of Missouri 
instead of the present single-line opera
tions appropriation would require a consti
tutional amendment. 

TEASDALE: This is really a matter set out 
by the General Assembly and its appro
priations committees. J favor the chal
lenging of every state agency appropria
tion and the concept of zero based budget
ing as previously discussed. Whether this 
challenge is on a single operations basis, 
a program basis, or some other system 
developed by the General Assembly, I 
feel every budget must be scrutinized and 
justified every year. 

~ c0 Hav. Ih. pasl 
so-called "lobbying" 

o ~~~~~:I~y b~ut~~ts 
appropriations from 
Jefferson City? How 

do you react to the state relations plan 
approved by the Board of Curators in 
July? 

BOND: Certain University "lobbying" 
efforts in the past, which I have termed 
improper, have proven non-productive. 
The State Relations Plan that has now been 
approved by the Board of Curators, when 
put in operation. will allow the Univer
sity of MissoUli to communicate its needs 
to state government and to its public. 

TEASDALE: Lobbying. as defined by the 
General Assembly. includes giving infor
mation to a state legislator about an issue 
under consideration by that Icgisla10!". 
This means (4tl'l pet'son furnishing in
f0l111ation to th~ leg:i~lature about issues 
under consideration is engaged in lobby
ing practices. The majority of legislators 
welcome information about valious I}fO
b'Tams and agencies under c;o rl sidc;ralion 
oy them. 

Manyofthe problems of the University of 
Missouri lobbying efforts before the Gen
eral Assembly have developed because one 
or two individuals lobbying f()I·the Univer
sity used tact ics legislators felt were not 
appropliate or lobbied for bills and issues 
many legislators thought were not related 
to the University of Missouri or its uppro
priations. The rules governing lobbyists 
are established by the House and the Sen
ate. They will continuc to polke the loboy
ing activities affecting the Gcneral Assem
bly. The University of Missouri and every 
other state agency must provide the infor· 
m ation requcsted by various legislators, 
committees, and the Gcneml Assembly for 
their own survivul. 

I have not yet seen the state relntions 
plan finally appro ved and adopted by the 
Board of Curators. T did read and study 
thoroughly the proposed plan that gen
erated a great deal of criticism. After an 
in-depth study of the proposed state re
lations plan, the l'caction to certain por
tions of the plan were blown out of pro· 
portion by all parties concerned. It is 
my und erstanding that university-wide 
administrators involved in this plan have 
been replimanded a nd a committee of the 
Board of Cur ators has corrected the 
offensive sections in the adopted version 



~ i! Do you think pub lic 
educational 
Institutions ca n 
justify spending fund s 
in an effort to increase 
their appropriations? 

If not, then how can these colleges 
and universities work for their " piece 
of the pie?" 
llOND: Like al l reci pients of s ta te fun ds, 
colleges and llluvcrsities have not only the 
ligh t bu t the !'csponsibiJi ty to communi
cate their needs as effec tively as possible 
to the execu tive and legislative bmllcilcs 
of state governmen t. 

TEASDALE:: The questiun of jus tifying 
spending: fu nds in eiTorls to increase appro
priations deals with judgme nt of specific 
cases or examples. If a public educational 
institu tion is asked to jU5tify Of provide 
information about their budget under 
consideration by a legislative commit tee 
or the GCIlCnl) Assembly, this information 
s hou ld be provided at public expense. 
Howewr, if the public educational insti
tutio ll is engaging in lobbying on issue~ 

not related to thei r appropriation 01" the il 
institution, pu blic funds should not be 
spent for th is purpose. Additionally, 
priva te funds could and should be spent 
in behalf of specific institut ions by 
alumni members of those in st itut iolls 
providi ng contributions to their repl·csell· 
tatives engaged in lobbying. The Alumni 
Associa tion of the Universi ty of Missouri 
could aid its institu tion in receiving its 
"piece of pie" if the Alumni Associa tion 
had an active legislative )lrogram support
ed by members' private conuibulions and 
presen ted an adequate case to the Gen
eral Assembly. 

~ @ ~~~~r~~t~haend the o f:g~~~~:~ee ~~~nches of 
state government 
work more effectively 

with one another? 

BOND: 1 look forward to continuing our 
CUl1"ent effor ts. through frequent personal 

contacts with th e Board of Curators, 
administrators , students, faculty, and 
alumni of the University. Such communi 
cation can only serve to improve the 
calise of higher educiltion in Missouri. 

T EASDALE: I would hope th at thl' 
University of Missouri would become a re
suurcc fur the executive and legisla tive 
branc hes o f state government. The re
suurces and exper tise of the UllivCl"sity 
cou ld be of ilssistnncc to the executive 
and legislative branches uf state guvern
ment in n widc variety of "ctiv it ie~. Al
most every ilc tivity of state government 
cuuld usc some of the l"cseil rch and COIll
munity serv ice capabilities of the Univer
sity. The Univcrsity of Missouri has bcen 
develuping academic Jlrograms in J ef
ferson City recently for illcmhcrs of the 
execu tive brallch of state government to 
con tinue theircducation. 'J'his progrmn, as 
long as it meets a need, could a lso he of 
"s~istllncc . 

The llss islnn ce uf the University of 
Missouri tu the executive lind legisla ti ve 
branches should be viewed liS onc state 
agency llssisting another state agency in 
more effecti vely performing it ~ dut ies, 
rather than state government being used 
as a massive new source of revenue fOJ 
University research prugrams or consul
ting contracts fOI" individual professors. As 
long as the University has resources and 
offers the scrvice as an academic, re
search, or community service of the Univ
e rsity, cooperation can be effeetivcly de
veloped . When the University views the 
executive branch or legislative branch as 
another potential source of funds for pilr ti
culm' p rugrams and departmen ts, the com
munity service mission of the University 
becomes suspect 

~ ® tn specific terms what 

O is your commitment 
to public hIgher 
education in 
Missouri? 

BOND: I am determined tu use the re
sources available through stAte govern
ment to ilssure quality education thruugh
out the State of Missouri. 

TEASDALE: We are developing a specific 
s tatement regarding commitment to high
er education in Missouri. The answers to 

the qucstions presented in th is article 
provide some uf the general them es and 
di rections this commitment might take. 
Public higher education in Missouri has 
been lllld continues to be u concern of state 
government. Higher education in Missouri 
has received a substantial perce n tage of 
the funds appropriated by state govern
ment. A~ Governor, I pled ge to continue 
tlult commitment as long as pu blic higher 
educatiun in Missouri is meeting 11 prior
ity stille need as determined by the people 
uf Missouri and the institutions uf public 
h igher education continue to j usLify the 
existence of their programs. 

~ @ What are yo", O aspirations for the 
University of 
Missouri? 

BO ND: As Guvern or, I h ope th at the 
Un iversity of Missouri's instructional, 
research ;Illd public services will he main
tained at the highest q ual ity, whileenhanc
ing its reputation across the nation. I also 
hu)1C, personally, to see MU bring hume 
severil] Big B cham pi onships this year. 

TEASDALE: At this time I have not de
veloped iI set of aspirations for the Univer
sity of Missouri. I would welcome and soli
cit comments regarding my answers to 
these questions from a lumni of the Univer
sity of Mis so un. I would like to know whilt 
the aspi rations of the alumni il nd students 
of the University of Missouri are for the 
University. Tn addition, I feel the aspira
tions of d Ie people o f Misso uri for the 
University are an important ingred ient. As 
Covernor , Ipledge to li sten to the students, 
alumni, faculty, Board ofCuriitors, and the 
people as to thei r aspira tions for the Univer
sity of Missouri. I would a lso seek input 
in to what state government can do and, 
specifically, the Governor's office, in help
ing achieve those ;lspirations. I know the 
University ofMissoud is a great university 
with the potential to be even greater if 
all of us join in a partnership of progress. 
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