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fIrSt Says S‘teele j.j.:::'ls one of the key aépects of arloui.._;._.'_"
';j :__'By Margaret Brentano b edy

" When Berkeley voters autho-.:._j_
- rized $158 million in bond money . . ¢
“in June 1992; to modernize and “We'lve
“tebuild the’ ‘quake-threateried ingtoc
schools they offered the school - and we
* board and supérintendent achance . frustrat
_torenew the whole school system. . 8
' After the contributions of’ paid-
. consultants; cifizen task forces, and -
* many meetings and workshops,
the supermtendent and boardhave: . a
. not as yet come up Wlth a plan for.'i_ '
. that renewal.. ..
-~ OnMarch 17 LaVonela Steele G
BUSD ssupermtendent promlsed ‘reconflguratlon as’ “ve
- to have a plan in place by June 15 -cated 2 and says her ow
‘— the close of this schol’ year— . 1p
- for the . future of: Berkeley ‘_,__--"conflrm what the hued commiuni
“schools. But; at the board’s May 5 ""ICIathﬂS group has _foun
: mectmg, the supcnntendent an-
“npuncedthat due fo alack of public
knowledge and input, she was G
- delaying the plan for grade con- At theboard next neeting, May . - .
~figuration beyond the end of the - 19 the supermt den '
school year. S : .
Grade conflguratmn currently Py
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present “a process to provide an
opportunity for more discussion.”
On Fune 2 she said she will offer
“substantial suggestions to the
board, but not (a plan for) grade
reconfiguration.”

_Afterwards, she expects “the
board will begin working on atime-
line” for decision and implementa-
tion of future plans.

The board generaily agreed with
Superintendent Steele’s decision to
delay a final plan for Measure A
implementation until more of the
community had a chance to express
an- opinion on the future of
Berkeley’s schools.

. However, Boardmember Eliza-

beth Shaughnessy, after saying “I
don’t think we are moving too fast,”
warned that if the process is de-
layed beyond six more months, “we

will lose the good will of the com- -

munity.” ‘

She did agree to the six-month
delay.

Board President Pedro Noguera
supported the Superintendent’s
statement that more time was
needed for this important decision,
stressing that it is still “difficult to

estimate how much the various

changes will cost.”
He went on to say, “For those
who are impatient, all I can say is

‘sorry.’”

On hearing of the further delay,
Washington school parent and task
force member Stephanie Allen was
very angry. '

“This demonstrates a complete
lack of leadership,” she said, add-
ing that “the community is not in-
formed because the superintendent
has not produced anything to in-
form them about.”

Allen said if any changes are
going to be made in the schools
they are “going to have to come
from parents and teachers,” and
called the district and board’s de-
lays “a complete abdication of re-
sponsibility.”




