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Dr. Lauro F. Cavazos
President

Texas Tech University
Campus
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iversity
of din-

meeting.
e margin.

nal perti-
y one of

o the
r to
ring

the
meet
Bucy

ing,
spoke

to
aculty
d in

e you
ent £
pbrwar

de
seek

a wi
but
ksity

F important




Statement presented §
by William J, Mayer-f

Madame Chairman, Memgers of the B
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