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JOINT STIPULATION

On November 21, 2011, in response to this Court’s July 12 order, the parties submitted
their “Joint Statement Concerning Proposed Interventions for District Non-Compliance” (“Joint
Statement™). (See Order, Court Docket 1637; Joint Statement, Court Docket 1667.)

On December 7, 2011, during a status conference in the instant matter, this Court ordered
the parties to submit a joint stipulation and proposed order regarding the matters outlined in the
November 21 Joint Statement.

Accordingly, and pursuant to this Court’s December 7 order, the parties hereby submit
this joint stipulation and respectfully request that this Court approve and so order the
interventions specified in the parties’ November 21 Joint Statement. For the Court’s
convenience, a copy of these proposed interventions is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

Dated: January 5, 2012 YOUTH AND EDUCATION LAW PROJECT

By: /s/
William S. Koski
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

COUNTY COUNSEL OF THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO
By: /s/

Aimee B. Armsby
Attorneys for Defendant Ravenswood City School District

OFFICE OF THE CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY GENERAL

By: /s/
Lisa A. Tillman
Attorneys for Defendants Delaine Eastin, Superintendent
of Public Instruction, and Department of Education
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[PREGPOSED] ORDER

The Court has reviewed the parties’ joint stipulation regarding proposed interventions for
District non-compliance with certain RSIP items, submitted in accordance with this Court’s
December 7, 2011, order.

For good cause shown, the parties’ request to approve and order the interventions set
forth in the parties’ November 21, 2011, “Joint Statement Concerning Proposed Interventions for
District Non-Compliance” is GRANTED. (See Court Docket 1667.)

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: 1/5/2012
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