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E i - -§ 60 MINUTES PRESENTS Cf-'1.,-,._~ -c E - -- -= -§ .A TRAGIC .SOAP OPERA: E 
E .STEALING FROM THE BLIND :: - -S OR : 
§ TURNING A DEAF EAR ; 

far I I I I Ill 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 I II I II I Ill I II I I~ - -- -- -- -§ UST OF CHARACTERS E - -- -- (Some Good; Some Bad; but all Well-Known to the Nation) : 
f' ·= = = -E Governor Ronald Reagon E - -- -E Governor Jerry Brown :: 

= University of California : - -= University of California Students (Graduate Assembly) E = = : City Government of Berkeley : - -E Citizens of Berkeley 5 - -: California Legislature : 
Little Hoover Commission (State Investigators) and Watchdog § - -: The Deaf of California = - -- -: The Blind of California : - -- -- -- -- -- -= . PL,l~CE- = - -- -: California Schools for the Deaf and Blind which sit on their I 19-yeor-old : 

: beautiful campus of SO acres in Berkeley, California (Where Chaos is Always a : 
E: Way of Life) 5 - -- -- -- -- -= TIME -1972.:: = - -- -E The big, rich, powerful and arrogant University of California with a long history 5 
5 of land grabbing secretly desires to push out the handicapped blind and deaf 5 
: students from their I 19-year-old SO acre school campus ( Good-bye to Trad it ions : 
:_: and Roots?). In collusion with the State Deportment of Finance and the State § 
_ Deportment of Education (Corruption in Government?), the schools ore told they -
:5 must move because of an active earthquake fault. (Why no geologic study? Why 5 
: didn't they listen to leading geophysicists?) The Deaf School employees ore told : 
: they will lose their jobs1 if they fight (Supression), but the Blind fight--long and : 
: hard ( 1972-1978). Thef State proceeds to spend over $50 Million (Government : 
: Fiscal Waste) to build a school for from the metropolitan area among the : 
: cabbage patches* on /soil worse for earthquakes. Meanwhile, out of the : 
: woodwork trying to lobk innocent, comes the University declaring they want : 
: (Worth Ov.er $30 Millip n) the property free and announcing there is no active : ' 
=-- fault. War begins. 'The City of Berkeley soys no to U.C. acquisition. The =--
- residents of the CityJore fighting hard to stop U.C. and to work to save the _ 
: schools on their pre~rnt site. The U.C. Graduate Student Assembly adopted a : 
: resolution to keep tli~ Deaf-Blind Schools there. Sacramento politicians might 5 
:E say it is foo late andf there is "too much water under the dam", but it is muddied, 5 
: corrupt ~ ater and jystice should be served. The "Little Hoover Commission" of E 
: the Stotl1::;ov.ernmeflt will investigate, but time is running out. • • = = = § Tl'.JNE, IN .NE~T WEE~.... § - -- = --------i ----

To_ See if Justic~ or <;orruption 'Wins! 

*The_ Cabbage Formers ore now suing the Stqte1 for the dust on tt:Jeir crop fro!.TI 
·coo-s'.truct ion 0:,(1 the new site. 
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CITY OF BERKELEY 

December 12, 1979, 

Mr. Palller Willtaiu, 
Senior Producer. 60 lflNUTES. 
5SS W. 57th Street , 
New ~ork, N. Y. 10019. 

Dear Hr. Williams : 

John H. Denton 
COUNITL Mat8D and VICE MAYOR 

Let ae strongly endorse the proposal by THE DAILY CALIFORNIAN that 60 MINUTES inveat1.-
gate what hae aotivatcd the State's DepartDent of Education to force the Schoole for 
the Deaf and Blind to move from tbeit century old caapus in Berkeley to a poorly loca-
ted replacement facility tn Fremont , As :you undoubtedly know, this is a coanunity of 
very sharp political differences but on this issue there is no voice to be heard sup-
porting the move except that of the administration of the University of California 
"1'11ch hae fought, for the las t 50 years, to obtain for its use the 50 acre site on 
W'hich the Schools are located. 

The excuse for the lllOYe was a specious contention, now c0111pletely exposed, that the 
Schools were on an active earthquake fault. And in their reckless haste to clear the way for the University juggernaut to take over the Berkeley site, thE. Department of 
Education officials engaged in a never fully understood exchange of land to obtain a 
new site with a 11tOre serious fault than that claimed to have existed on the Berkeley 
c&tapus. 

Baaed on the City Council's recent reiteration of its long standing position that the 
Schooll should not b:e forced to move, I believe the Mayor and all Councilmembers (who 
are in rare unaniaity on tbia issue) will cooperate with you in every way possible to 
help you develo.p tbi8 story. Our local Assemblyman, Tom Bates• has asked the Governor 
to take a stand against the move and in this he has the support of our other Assembly-
man, Elihu Har.ris and of ot•.r Senator, Nicholas Petrie, as well as of many other mem-
bers of the California Legislature. It is known that when Governor Brown first took 
office he questioned the wisdom of rnoving the Schools &nd it would be our hope that 
your investigation would focua attention on t.hl ptoblQffl and r@\c lm\\ f! Mi l1' t tTHt h\ 
doing justice to t be wishes of the deaf, blind and disabled cormnunity to retain the 
Schools in Berkeley. 

The l)To-posed 11lOVe violates the State's Education Code by substituting an infexior edu-
cational facility for the deaf, blind and dhabled for a superior one, uniquely adapted 
to their training needs. It also violates the State's Environmental Quality Act in that 
oo c011rprehensive report has ever been made on the impact of the change on the deaf. blinl 
and disabled community in the State. their education and their integration into the socia ' 
and economic life of California. Your help in developing this story is earnestly solicit , 

Sincer ely y~ __ 
~~- ,a(. ~ 

JOHN H, DENTON 
Vice Mayor 

Civic Center 2180 Milvia Streec Berkeley, California 94704 

( Phone 644-6399) 



Mr. Palmer ~'lilliams 
Seh1or ?ruducer, SL"-CTY ?-~!NOTES. 
555' • ,7th St. 
?Jew York, 1;y I0019 

Dear ?<t..r.. Williams : 

1030 Trestle Glen Rd • . 
Oakland, CA 94610 
Dec •. 13, 1979 

The purpose at this letter- is to direct your attention 
and concern to a o.ost de~picable bit of state oolitics Yhich 
will profoundly and adversel1 affect the education of the 
blind of California .. (It probably will affect the deaf as 
well. But I cannot sneak for the?:l .. ) In a classic exat:nle of" 
the o.iscarriage of _iustice and dettocracy 7 there is very . stron5 
c1rcumstantial evidence of connivance between State officials 
(both elected and anuointed) on the one hand and offic i als of 
the University of Caiifornia on the other .. 

The Schools for the Blind and for the Deaf hanpen to be 
adjacently located in Eerkeley1 in very close proxi; ity to the 
campus of the University. It is well documented that the ever 
acquisitive university has for decades importuned the 3tate 
for permission to a..-rm.ex the site of the snecial Schools for 
~ts own interes ts, ~and in recent years it-has found a synpa-
1.hetic ear in tb:e .::itate government, notably in the ;:>eparti!!ents 
of Education , f'ic_ance, a..11d '.}eneral Services. Hith t~e bless-
ing of Gov.ernors Reagan and :arow, the State of California has 
thus defe r red t o tn~ cupidity of the University by callously 
uprooting t he cent'Ul'~-old Berkeley based educational programs 
for thee blind and for the deaf from the culturally and social-
ly eru,tching,envirar.ment of the 3an ?rancisco Bay Area to the 
relatively barren and fallow site in rural J remcnt. The 
State•s rationale ~ s based on the ridiculously tenuous as-
sumnti on that tlle s-oecial s chools were astride an acti~,e 
earthauake faul t . On this unsubstantiated premise, the 3t atg. 
committed itself to building new schcols in ?remont, in utter 
defiance of scie11 t i .fic data which tended to condemn the unsta-
ble alluvial sof l of t his new site as potentially more danger-
ous ~ Wi th land purchased and construction well on its way, 
the University ~ame out of hiding and openly declared its in-
tentions to acquire the neighboring site. Ironically, it was 
t n:.e University 1 s seiscic and zeologic tests which t horoughly 
derr.-o lisb.ed the State I s bogus imperative to oove the s-;iecial 
School s to sa f er ground ! But despite the obvious S?ec i c~sness 
of the Stat e's position , the will of the ·: .ighty ll?:i versi t y , it 
seems., mus t ~e o:::me, a t a -c~_s--t of some $~ nillion to the ta.x-
o•~s of t his state a.~d i r r.anarabla da~a ~e to the quality of 
sn-eei al ecuca t i on ~or .the pl;md .. . . -

~t 1.!!; I,1ot t he pur?ose of t his· ! et ter to chronicle in de-
tail. t he ~eauence cf events J'.e.9.ding to, the all-too-ir.;,ninent 
t rag1c di;J.ocation of t he special s ctiools . Pertinent ir..forr.;a-
tion i s rvailable to ail l!:r..o are $er.uinely ant er.ested . 



2 

Though I myself am blind and a product of a residential 
school for the blind, as well as an instructor-, for twentv-two 
years, at the California School for the Blind,. I do not pre-
sume to be an official s,okesman. Eowever, for nearly sL~ 
years I served as president of the Zr.:ployees c~uncil of the 
California School for the Blind, which was organized ex:,ressly 
for the purpose of combatting the State's irrational plans~ 
I am now retired. But I am still very active with the organ-
ized blind as a member of the ~ecuti ve Board of the .American 
Council of the Blind of California. In any case, I have no 
doubt whatsoever that I sneak for the en tire cor.i~uni ty of the-
blind the educators of biind children, and the children's 
narents 1n unalterable onnosition to the senseless dislocation of the Schoel for the 3li.nd .. It is significl\..,nt that neither 
the blind nor the: blind children's narents nor the instructors 
or· the blind were ever consul tee. ~<fe tried to ir.ake ourselves 
heard;. but we obviously were not heeded .. 

Wi.th an aroused public indignation we· fervently ho9e to 
abort the fuITill.I:lent of the Universityls covetousness. But 
more than that, ·we want to preserve the inte ;;; rity of the cur-
rent educational program for the blind so firmly rooted in 
Berkeley. ~-iill you help us? ',;·e know you can .. 

Resp·ectfully ,. 

•r~/~~ ~ -~'\ ~2./Y~, 
John di Frances·ccr 



1415 Gr izzl y Peak Boul evard 
Berkeley , Cal i fornia 94708 
December 23, 1979 

Mr. Palmer Williams , Senior Producer 
Sixty Minutes 
555 West 57th Street 
New York , New York 10019 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

On behalf of the Employees Council of the California School for the 
Blind, I strongly urge you to investigate the eviction of the Blind School 
from an ideal environment in Berkeley. 

In spite of strong protests over the last seven years from educators 
of the blind, graduates, and the blind co~unity, State Officials have 
recklessly proceeded to move the school to Fremont. The Fremont location 
is detrimental to the education of blind children. It lacks the; public 
transportation, cultural advantages, and medical facilities necessary for 
the education and well-being of our children. 

According to State Officials, ~elocating the School for the Blind 
was necessary for the safety of the students in the event of a~ earth-
quake. They claimed an active fault trace existed under some school 
buildings. Although this trace was only inferred, these State Officials 
claimed a seismic study of the area would be too costly. Estimated cost 
of such a study was $15,000. Actual cost of the new site and school 
will exceed $50,000,000. 

Recently, the University of California did conduct a seismic st_udy 
of the Berkeley site. The results of this study indicate the school is 
not situated on an active fault trace. Rather, the school is located on 
bedrock which minimizes ground motion during an earthquake. In contrast, 
the new Fremont site is on filled land. Soil tests there indicate a 
liquifaction problem exists. Therefore, the school is being moved from 
a safe site to one which is less safe. The school is being ~oved from an 
educationally advantageous site to one which is isolated and inadequate. 

As a citizen, I have difficult y understanding how elected and ·ap-
pointed representatives could so thoroughly ignore the pleas of educational 
and geological experts when determining the fate of handicapped children 
with special ne~ds. As a taxpayer, I am incensed by the waste of public 
funds for a facil{ty that is unnecessary and unwanted. As a teacher of 
blind children, I am thoroughly puzzled. After . eleven years of teaching 
blind and deaf-blind children, I consider myself an expert in education of 
the sensory impaired. However, I must admit, I am totally at a loss 
dealing with the refusal to see and hear as evidenced by State Officials 
in the California State Department of Education. 

Can you help us? Will you investigate this boondoggle? Enclosed 
you will find a position paper of the Employees Council. If I can be of 
any assistance, please contact me either at school (415-843-2662) or at 
home (415-548-5253) . 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

Ii / · ./-/ ./) 1 I j t~G J. u{tr, 
Judith S. Peletz J 
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