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Amalia Rodriguez-Mendoza
District Clerk
Travis County
D-1-GN-11-003130

CAUSE NO. D-1-GN-11-003130

Y.

MICHAEL WILLIAMS, in his Official Capacity
as the COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION,

ef al.,

TEXAS TAXPAYER & STUDENT §
FAIRNESS COALTION, et al., §
§
Plaintiffs, §
§
EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT, ef al., (consolidated) §
‘ § TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS
Plaintiffs, §
§ 200TH JUDICIAL
§  DISTRICT
§
§
§
§
§
§

Defendants.

EDGEWOOD PLAINTIFFS’ NOTICE OF RULE 11 AGREEMENT

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE DIETZ:.

The Edgewood Plaintiffs respect{ully file this Notice of Rule 11 Agreement that
concerns trial exhibits related to the testimony of Julio Cavazos and to designations of his
deposition in the above-referenced case. The Rule 11 Agreement entered into by

Defendants and Edgewood Piaintiffs is memorialized in the attached email exchanges.

See Exhibit A,

Fdgewood Plaintiffs’ Notice of Rule 11 Agreement 1
Cause No. D-1-GV-11-00130



DATED: January 22, 2014

Edgewood Plaintiffs’ Notice of Rule 11 Agreement

Cause No. D-1-GV-11-00130

Respectfully submitted,

Mexican American Legal Defense and
Educational Fund, Ine.

David G. Hinojosa

State Bar No, 24010689
Marisa Bono

State Bar No. 24052874
Celina Moreno

State Bar No. 24074754
110 Broadway, Suite 306
San Antonio, Texas 76205
(210) 224-5476

(210) 224-5382 Tiax

By: /s/ David Hinojosa
David Hinojosa

Multicultural, Education,
Training and Advocacy, Inc.

Roger L. Rice*

Box 440245

Somerville, MA 02144
Ph: (617) 628-2226

Fax: (617) 628-0322
*Admitted Pro Hac Vice

Attorneys for Edgewood Plaintiffs



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I also certify that on January 22, 2014, I served the foregoing document via

electronic mail to the parties lsted below:

GREG ABBOTT Richard Gray
Attorney General of Texas Toni Hunter
DANIEL T. HODGE Gray & Becker, P.C.
First Assistant Attorney General 900 West Ave.
DAVID C. MATTAX Austin, Texas 7871

Deputy Attorney General for Defense Litigation ~ Fax: (512) 482-0924
ROBERT B. O’KEEFE

Chief, General Litigation Division Randall B. Woad

SHELLEY N. DAHLBERG Doug W. Ray

Assistant Attorney General Texas Ray & Waod

Texas Attorney General’s Office 2700 Rze Caves Road #200
General Litigation Division Austin, Texas 78746

P. 0. Box 12548, Capitol Station Fax:(512) 328-1156

Austin, Texas 78711

Fax: (512) 320-0667 Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Texas

Taxpayer & Student Fairness
Coalition, et al.

Attorneys for Defendants

Mark R. Trachtenberg J. David Thompson, TIT

Haynes and Boone, LLP Philip Fraissinet

1 Houston Center Thompson & Horton, LLP

1221 McKinney St., Suite 2100 _ Phoenix Tower, Suite 2000

Houston, Texas 77010 3200 Southwest Freeway

Fax: (713) 547-2600 : Houston, Texas 77027
Fax: (713) 583- 9668

John W. Turner Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Fort Bend

ISD ‘

Hayes and Boene, LLP

2323 Victory Avenue, Suite 700

Dallas, Texas 75219

Fax: (214) 651-5940

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Calhoun County ISD, et al.
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J. Christopher Diamond

The Diamond Law Firm, P,C.

17484 Northwest Freeway
Ste. 150

Houston, Texas 77040
Fax: (832) 201-9262

Craig T. Enoch

Melissa A. Lorber
Enoch Kever PLLC

600 Congress, Ste. 2800
Austin, Texas 78701
Fax: (512) 615-1198

Attorneys for Intervenors, Joyce Coleman, et al.

Edgewood Plaintifis’ Notice of Rule 11 Agreement

Cause No, D-1-GV-11-00130

Robert A, Schulman

Joseph E. Hoffer

Ricardo R. Lopez

517 Soledad Street

San Antonio, Texas 78205-1508
Telephone: (210) 538-5385
Telecopier: (214) 538-5%84

Attorneys for Charter School Group

By: /s/ Celina Moreno

Celina Moreno




Exhibit A



RE: Tentative Rule 11 re Cavazos Depo Designations, Bxhibits and Proffer Powerpoint - Outtook Web Access Light

1/22/2014
r?;i afﬁée Qutlook Web Access ﬁ}l}e here to search o [This Folder v ||EE {1 Address Book  [5] Options @) Log Off
I_ii—;:i tail (= Reply @ch,‘ym A {3} Forward ; (9 Move | X petete] | £ dunia i Ciose + v B3
(1] carendas RE: Tentative Rule 11 re Cavazos Depo Designations, Exhibits and
=] contacts Proffer Powerpoint
Bunker-Henderson, Nichoie [nichole.bunker-henderson@texasattorneygeneral.gov]
@ gel:eclz:t:ms (3409) Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 1:57 PM
[E:?] Ir: s{32 ! To: Marisa Bonc
é nbox {32) Ce:  Celina Mareno; Dahlberg, Shetley [shelfiey.dahiberg@texasattorneygeneral.gov]; David Hinojoss; Cochren-McCall, Asanda
[ig Junk E-mall (836 [Amanda.Cochran-tcCall@texasattorneygeneral. gov]

[} Sent items _
All relevance objections are dependent upon our 104 mation. Thanks

Clckto view all folders
Sent feomn my Galawy S®IIL

Administrative (22)

EJ ey b Original message --------
(3 Appeal (23) From: Marisa Bono
3 Clients (3) Date:01/22/2014 1:18 PM (GMT-06:00}
. i : To; “Bunker-Henderson, Nichole"
£ Community Immigration O (6)] " - csna oreno , Dahlberg, Shelley” ,David Hinojosa ,"Cochran-McCall, Amiiada™
3 DACA (30) Subject: Re: Tentative Rute 11 re Cavazos Depo Designations, Exhibits and Praffer Powerpaint
[*j FOF-COLs (42) : ) . ‘
] FOFfCOL (25) Got it - if there are relevancy objections to exhibits or depo designations that you believe don't falf under the 104
£ Farmers Branch (94) ruling, please let me know so that we can amend our designations properly.
ata Sent from my iPhone - please excuse brevity and tynos
[Z Trial (67)
N st : On Jan 22, 2014, at 12:48 PM, "Bunker-Henderscri, Nichole" <nichole.bunker-
£ Manage Folders... henderson@texasattorneygeneral.gov> wrote.
> Yes, with the addition that our withdrzw of relevancy objections is based on the Judge's ruling on our 104
motion.
>
>
> Thanks
>

> —-ees Original Message-----

> From: Celina Moreno li7alito: crmoreno@MALDEF . org]

> Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:31 PM

> To: Marisa Bono; Daklberg, Shelley

> Cc: David Hingiosa; Bunker-Henderson, Nichole; Cochran-McCall, Amanda

> Subject: RE: Teniative Rule 11 re Cavarzos Depo Designations, Exhibits and Proffer Powerpoint
>

> Nichole,

>
> Attached is the amended proffer PowerPoint reflecting today's tentative agreement. We have removed the last

line cihing Ex. 4334 at 83:25-84:14 from Slide 11 titled "HB5 Additional Costs." Please approve so that we can
circulate to all parties before the Cavazos proffer today. According to Marisa's email below, if the Court sustains
tha abjections to the deposition testimony for the last bullet point on Slide 11, we will ask the Court to
provisionally admit, delete the bullet point, and then racirculate as the accurate exhibit,

o

D Thanks,

> Celina

>
>
> From: Marisa Bono

> Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2014 12:30 PM

> To: Dahlberg, Shelley

> Ccr David Hinojosa; Celina Moreno; Bunker-Henderson, Nichole; Cochran-McCall, Amanda

> Subject: Tentative Rule 11 re Cavazos Depo Designations, Exhibits and Proffer Powerpoint

>

> Nichole, thanks for taking the time before lunch to confer.,

>

> This is what I believe we agreed on. Please review, If it's agreeable, I'll read it as our Rule 11 agreament
before the Cavazos testimony. Iwill move in any exhibits where State objections are dropped, and tonight we will
amend Fx. 4334 to reflect the designations we are dropping. Celina will amend the proffer powerpoint to reflect
our agreement and circulate in response to this email

S

| > Exhibits -
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11222014 RE: Tentative Rule 11 re Cavazos Depo Designations, Exhibits and Proffer Powerpoint - Qutfook Web Access Light

>

> Plaintiffs withdraw Ex. 20149 from our exhibit list (we won't move to admit it). Defendants are drapping all
relevancy objections filed January 17, 2014 (the State list we were looking at together)

>

> Proffer Powerpoint (Ex. 4335} -

>
> We are deleting the last cite on Slide 11. We will maintain the other bullet points on that slide. We understand

that the State will object t the last bullet point on that slide and the related deposition testimony. If the Court
sustains, we will ask that the depo designations be provisionally admitted today pending the deletion of that that
testimony.
>
> Deposition Deslgnations
>
> The State Is dropping all relevancy objections (listed on p. 6 of our Response filed today), and dropping all
objections not ralsed in the deposition (listed on p.4, p. 6, and p. 7 of cur Response - the ebjections the state
lists here are not based on form, as stated in our response}.
>
>
> Thanks,
> Marisa

P

Eﬂ Connected to Mkrasoft Exchangé
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