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ARGUMENT

THE DADE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD STANDS READY TO ABIDE
THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT, AND URGES SPEEDY
RESOLUTION OF THE CASE.

The School Board's position in this appeal can be stated so
summarily that we have omitted a prefatory summary of argument, as being
duplicative and unnecessary. This brief repeats the position taken in
the District Court of Appeal.

The complaint filed by the appellant UTD in the Circuit Court
initially contained three counts. Count I consisted of an attack upon
the constitutionality of the statutory provisions and Department of
Education rules which embody the State Master Teacher Program. Count II
sought to allege a breach by the School Board of its collective
bargaining contract with the UTD: Count III asked for a writ of mandamus
directed to the Board's Superintendent, Dr. Leonard Britton.

Counts II and III were voluntarily dismissed by the UTD, and
the case was argued to and decided by the Circuit Judge solely on the
constitutional issue. The District court of Appeal affirmed. The
School Board's only involvement at this point depends on whether this
Court affirms or reverses the ruling below, which upheld the validity of
the State Master Teacher Program.

The School Board has consistently taken the position that it
is bound, unless otherwise directed by judicial decision, to go forward
with the implementation of the Master Teacher Program, as presumptively

valid. The School board is doing so.



The School Board also has consistently urged the trial court,
and the District Court of Appeal, and now respectfully requests this
Court, to determine the validity or invalidity of the State Master
Teacher Porgram as expeditiously as possible. The implementation of the
Program imposes a heavy burden of staff time and commitment of
resources. If the Program is indeed unconstitutional, the staff time

and resources are being wasted, and should be put to other needs.

CONCLUSION
The constitutional issue will be ably argued by the UTD and
the State Board of Education. The Dade County School Board stands ready

to follow the judgment of the Court.
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