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SUMMARY

The Fifth Circuit en banc held that the City of Brownsville was not subject to municipal liability under

§ 1983 for an alleged Brady violation because the plaintiff failed to establish a direct causal link

between the city's policy of nondisclosure and the constitutional violation, and the policy was not

implemented with deliberate indifference. The court also declined to extend Brady to the guilty plea

context, reaffirming circuit precedent that a defendant who pleads guilty waives any right to

exculpatory evidence prior to the plea. The judgment against the city was reversed and the action

dismissed with prejudice.
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reversed

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern District
of Texas. The district court granted summary judgment for Alvarez on
municipal liability, held jury trial on damages, and entered final
judgment for $2,300,000. The City appealed. A panel reversed, but the
en banc court granted rehearing.

De novo review applies to summary judgment rulings. See Aldous v.
Darwin Nat’l Assurance Co., 851 F.3d 473, 477 (5th Cir. 2017),
vacated in part by 889 F.3d 798 (5th Cir. 2018).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the City of Brownsville should be subjected to municipal liability under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for

Alvarez's Brady claim based on an unwritten policy of not disclosing exculpatory evidence from internal
investigations.

2. Whether Alvarez's guilty plea precludes him from asserting a constitutional Brady claim in his § 1983

action against the City.

HOLDINGS

1. The City cannot be held liable under § 1983 because there is no direct causal link between the alleged
policy of non-disclosure and the constitutional violation, and the policy was not implemented with

deliberate indifference.

2. The court declines to extend the Brady right to the pre-plea context, following circuit precedent that a

guilty plea waives the right to a trial and thus the right to Brady material.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This case was reheard en banc after the Appellee, George Alvarez, had his $2.3 million judgment reversed
and his claims against the City of Brownsville dismissed by a panel of this court. The en banc court has
carefully considered two important questions as to the merits of this case: (1) whether the City of Brownsville
should have been subjected to municipal liability for Alvarez's claim under Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83
(1963); and (2) whether Alvarez was precluded from asserting his constitutional Brady claim for his 42
U.S.C. § 1983 action against the City of Brownsville because he pled guilty.” (at 2)

“In conclusion, the City of Brownsville should not have been liable as a matter of law for Alvarez's § 1983
action.” (at 13)

“For the foregoing reasons, we REVERSE the district court's judgment, and RENDER judgment in favor of

the City of Brownsville. Alvarez's action against the City of Brownsville is DISMISSED with prejudice.” (at
17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Seventeen-year-old George Alvarez was arrested for public intoxication and burglary of a motor vehicle. While
in custody, he had an altercation with Officer Jesus Arias, which was captured on video. The Brownsville Police

Department conducted separate internal administrative and criminal investigations. The internal investigation



concluded that Officer Arias used proper force, but the video recordings were not shared with the criminal

investigation division or disclosed to the prosecution. Alvarez pled guilty to assault on a public servant and
received a suspended sentence. After he violated probation, he was imprisoned. Four years later, the videos
surfaced in an unrelated lawsuit, showing the incident. The Texas Court of Criminal Appeals found Alvarez

actually innocent and vacated his conviction. Alvarez then sued the City under § 1983 for the Brady violation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Alvarez sued the City after his state assault conviction was vacated based on a Brady violation. The district court
granted summary judgment for Alvarez on municipal liability and held a jury trial on damages, awarding
$2,000,000 in compensatory damages plus $300,000 in attorney fees. A panel of this court reversed and
dismissed, but the en banc court granted rehearing. After supplemental briefing and oral argument, the en banc

court reversed the district court and rendered judgment for the City.
DISPOSITION

reversed
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