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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Mexico granted Sheriff Michael T. Wood’s
motion to dismiss Walter Flores’s amended 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint. The court held that Flores’s
failure-to-train allegations were conclusory and insufficient to state a municipal-liability claim, and
further concluded that his claims concerning an allegedly unlawful search and fabricated evidence
were barred by Heck v. Humphrey. The claims were dismissed without prejudice, and the court
directed entry of final judgment.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant Sheriff Michael T. Wood moved under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to dismiss Plaintiff's amended 42 U.S.C. §
1983 complaint. The court also screened the amended complaint under
28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court tests the sufficiency of the
allegations within the four corners of the complaint, accepts well-
pleaded factual allegations as true, views them in the light most
favorable to the plaintiff, and determines whether the complaint states
a facially plausible claim. The court also screened the in forma
pauperis complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the amended complaint stated a plausible official-capacity failure-to-train claim under 42
U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether Heck v. Humphrey barred Flores's claims because finding that the search was unlawful or that
evidence was fabricated would necessarily imply the invalidity of his still-valid criminal convictions.

3. Whether District Attorney Marcos Blais remained a defendant after Flores omitted him from the
amended complaint.

HOLDINGS

1. Because an amended complaint supersedes the original complaint and Flores omitted Blais from the
amended pleading and alleged no facts concerning him, Blais was treated as voluntarily dismissed.

2. The amended complaint failed to state a plausible failure-to-train claim because it offered only the
conclusory allegation that Sheriff Wood failed to train officers and alleged no facts showing a pattern of
similar constitutional violations or that the need for additional training was obvious to municipal
policymakers.

3. Heck v. Humphrey barred the claims because the alleged unlawful search and fabricated evidence
claims, as pleaded, necessarily called into question the validity of Flores's still-valid convictions.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A failure to train or supervise employees may subject a municipal entity to liability under § 1983 if such a
failure results from deliberate indifference.” (5)

“Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint provides only a conclusory allegation that Defendant Sheriff Wood did not
properly train his officers.” (6)

“This Court cannot issue a judgment concluding there was an issue with the evidence obtained and used in
his trial because Plaintiff’s state criminal conviction necessarily established that the evidence used to convict
him was proper.” (7)

“Accordingly, Plaintiff’s claims are dismissed without prejudice and may be raised in a future complaint if he
prevails in Flores v. Sugg, et al., Case No. 1:25-cv-00242-KWR-JHR.” (8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Flores was arrested in New Mexico in 2022 for aggravated assault and battery with a deadly weapon, convicted
by a jury, and sentenced to 14.5 years' imprisonment; the New Mexico Supreme Court affirmed. In this civil
action, he alleged that Detective Bryce Bailey served a search warrant before it was approved, that Sheriff



Michael T. Wood failed to train Bailey, and that fabricated gun-residue evidence was used against him. Flores's
habeas petition challenging the convictions was pending when this action was dismissed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Flores initially sued Sheriff Michael T. Wood and District Attorney Marcos Blais, alleging due-process violations
arising from his state criminal prosecution and seeking to vacate his convictions and obtain damages. The court
previously dismissed the original complaint, allowed an amendment, and advised that claims seeking to
invalidate the convictions belonged in habeas proceedings. Flores amended the complaint against Wood in his
official capacity, omitting Blais and alleging failure to train related to an allegedly premature search-warrant
execution and fabricated gun-residue evidence. The court deemed Blais voluntarily dismissed, granted Wood's
motion to dismiss, and entered final judgment closing the case.
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