
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

SHERMAN DIVISION 
 

LOUIS D. GOMEZ, DAVID JACKSON,  § 
DON KELLEY, and FRED WHITE § 
 Plaintiffs, § 
  § 
v.  § CASE NO. 4:08CV150 
  § 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT § 
OF THE ARMY, UNITED STATES § 
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, § 
TULSA DISTRICT, and  § 
GRAYSON CENTRAL APPRAISAL  § 
DISTRICT, § 
 Defendants § 
 
 

AGREED ORDER 
 

The plaintiffs Louis D. Gomez, David Jackson, Don Kelley, and Fred White 

("Plaintiffs") and Defendant Grayson Central Appraisal District ("GCAD") in the above-

captioned case have reached full and complete settlement of all claims brought by 

Plaintiffs in this case and the plaintiffs in related proceedings in State District courts.  

Therefore, the Parties (Plaintiffs and GCAD) mutually agree, as expressly and more fully 

provided in their Settlement and Compromise Agreement, executed on August 13 and 14, 

2009 (“Settlement Agreement”), a copy of which (except for the confidential Exhibit C) 

is attached hereto, to fully compromise, settle, and resolve all claims asserted by 

Plaintiffs in this action with finality and without the need for further litigation, and 

without any admission of liability by any party. In light of the foregoing, Plaintiffs and 

GCAD have jointly moved for entry of this Agreed Order.  Accordingly, it is hereby 
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1. ORDERED that GCAD is enjoined as follows: 

(a) from utilizing any of the Protected Information that is described in the 

Settlement Agreement; 

(b) to purge its appraisal rolls of Protected Information as provided in the 

Settlement Agreement; and 

(c) to return the Protected Information as provided in the Settlement Agreement. 

2. ORDERED that, except as provided in paragraph 1 herein, Plaintiffs’ 

claims against GCAD set forth in their First Amended Complaint be, and hereby are, 

DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE, with the respective parties bearing their own fees, 

costs, and expenses. 
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user
It is so

Judge
SCHNEIDER
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