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FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS o JUNT L 7008 COURT
SAN ANTONIO DIVISION ESTERR DY ‘

CASTLE HILLS FIRST BAPTIST §
CHURCH §

§
VS. § SA 01 CV 1149-WRF

§
CITY OF CASTLE HILLS §

CONSENT DECREE APPROVING AND IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT FOR THE
COMPROMISE AND SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION, AND PROVIDING FOR THE
ISSUANCE OF PERMITS "

Plaintiff, Castle Hills First Baptist Church (“CHFBC” or the “Church”), is a non-
profit corporation organized and existing under the law of the state of Texas with its principal
place of business in San Antonio, Bexar County, Texas. ‘

Defendant, City of Castle Hills (“the City”), is a Type “A” general law city organized |
and existent under the laws of the State of Texas a Municipal Corporation and a Local
Government Entity. It is a small, landlocked community located within the city limits of San
Antonio, Bexar County Texas.

The term “Winston Lane property” refers to the 6 lots consisting of approximately 5.15
acres on South Winston Lane in the City of Castle Hills, Bexar County, Texas, as shown on the

attached Exhibit “A.”

Castle Hills First Baptist Church and the City of Castle Hills enter into this Consent
Decree Approving and Implementing the Agreement for the Compromise and Settlement of
Litigation and Providing for the Issuance of Permits (this “Agreement” and/or this “Consent
Decree”), in order to resolve the entire dispute made the basis of, included within, or stemming
from this Lawsuit, including all pleadings and orders herein.

In its Third Amended Complaint, filed on July 19, 2002, in the United States District
Court for the Western District of Texas, San Antonio Division, Plaintiff, Castle Hills First
Baptist Church, alleged causes of action for federal and state violations of freedom to exercise
religion, federal and state violations of freedom of speech, federal and state violations of freedom
of association, federal and state violations of equal protection, state and federal Taking without
Just Compensation claims, federal due process claims, state Abuse of Municipal Discretion
claim, as well as, claims brought pursuant to the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized
Persons Act (RLUIPA) and the Texas Religious Freedom Rights Act (RFRA).!

"In its Third Amended Original Complaint, Plaintiff alleged violations of the United States Constitution, Free Exercise of Religion: 1 and 14"
Amendment, 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (Count I), the Texas Constitution, Religious Freedom: Article I, § 6 (Count II), the United States Constitution,
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