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

AUSTIN DIVISION 
 
ANISSA STOVALL, INDIVIDUALLY AND  § 
AS ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ESTATE OF  § 
JORDAN WALTON, DECEASED, AND  § 
TERRELL WALTON, INDIVIDUALLY  § 
 Plaintiffs,     § 
v.       §  
       § 
CITY OF AUSTIN; FORMER AUSTIN  § No.  _______________________ 
POLICE CHIEF BRIAN MANLEY;  § 
AUSTIN POLICE OFFICER RYAN  § 
NICHOLS; AUSTIN POLICE    § 
OFFICER JEFFREY HUTCHINSON;  § 
APD OFFICER JOHN DOE 1; APD OFFICER § 
JOHN DOE 2; APD OFFICER JOHN DOE 3; § 
APD OFFICER JOHN DOE 4   § 
 Defendants.     § 
 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ ORIGINAL COMPLAINT 
 
 

A. Complaint 

  1.  This action for wrongful death, survival and excessive force is brought pursuant to 

42 U.S.C. Sections 1983 and 1988; the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States 

Constitution; and Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Chapter 71.  The court has jurisdiction of this 

action under 42 U.S.C. Section 1983, 28 U.S.C. Section 1343 and 28 U.S.C. Section 1331.  

Plaintiffs also invoke the pendent jurisdiction of this court under 28 U.S.C. Section 1367.  The 

events giving rise to the claims occurred in Travis County, Texas, in this district.  Accordingly, 

this Court is the proper venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1391(b)(2).  

B.  Parties 

  2.  Plaintiff, Anissa Stovall, is the surviving mother of Jordan Walton, deceased, and is 
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an individual who is a citizen residing in the County of Travis, State of Texas and the United 

States of America.  Jordan Walton died intestate while a resident of the County of Travis, State 

of Texas.  Anissa Stovall filed her application for appointment as Temporary Administrator on 

December 16, 2022.  Plaintiff Stovall brings this action in her capacity as Administrator of the 

Estate of Jordan Walton, as mother and as heir at law. 

  3.  Plaintiff, Terrell Walton, is the surviving father of Jordan Walton, deceased, and is 

an individual who is a citizen residing in the County of Travis, State of Texas and the United 

States of America.  Plaintiff Walton brings this action in his individual capacity as father and 

as heir at law. 

4.  At all times referred to herein, Defendant Ryan Nichols was a police officer 

employed by the city of Austin.  Defendant Nichols can be served wherever he may be found. 

5.  At all times referred to herein, Defendant Jeffrey Hutchinson was a police officer 

employed by the City of Austin. Defendant Hutchinson can be served wherever he may be 

found. 

6.  At all times referred to herein, defendants John Doe 1, John Doe 2, John Doe 3 and 

John Doe 4 were police officers employed by the City of Austin, whose names and identities 

remain unknown at this time. 

7.  Defendants John Doe 3 and John Doe 4 were at all times referred to herein ranking 

officers and as such they were commanding officers of defendants Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1 

and Doe 2.  They were responsible for training, supervision, and conduct of defendants 

Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2. 

8.  Defendant Brian Manley was at all times referred to herein, chief of police for the 

City of Austin, and as such he was commanding officer of defendants Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 
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1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and Doe 4.  He was responsible for training, supervision, and conduct of 

defendants Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and Doe 4.  Defendant Manley is further 

responsible for enforcing the regulations of the City of Austin and for ensuring that City of 

Austin police officers obey the laws of the State of Texas and the United States of America. 

Defendant Manley is a final policy maker for the Austin Police Department.  Defendant 

Manley can be served wherever he may be found. 

9.  Defendant City of Austin is a municipal corporation, organized and existing under 

the laws of the State of Texas and located in the County of Travis.  Defendant City of Austin 

can be served at City Manager, The City of Austin, City Hall, 301 W. Second Street, 3rd Floor, 

Austin, TX 78702. 

10.  Plaintiffs sue defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and 

Doe 4 in their individual capacities. 

11.  At all times referred to herein, defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, 

Doe 2, Doe 3 and Doe 4 acted under color of the laws, statutes, ordinances, regulations, 

policies, customs, and usages of the State of Texas and the City of Austin.   

C.  Facts 

The allegations or other factual contentions have evidentiary support or are likely to 

have evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery. 

12. On days prior to the killing of Jordan Walton, he experienced severe mental health 

symptoms, including paranoia.  His parents assisted him in obtaining proper medical care.  

Jordan Walton was very close to his mother and father.  They spent birthdays and holidays 

together and took family vacations twice a year.  Two days before his death, he received new 

medications that had an unexpected effect on him.   
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13.  On or about February 10, 2021, Jordan Walton again developed paranoia and a 

terrifying fear that someone was after him.  Mr. Walton stopped at a gas station with a friend 

and then left quickly without the friend.   The friend followed behind on foot.  Mr. Walton 

sped up a hill and crashed through a residential fence.  He got out of the crashed vehicle and 

ran into another home where a mother and son were present. Soon after, the friend arrived on 

scene and gave the police information regarding Mr. Walton’s mental health.  At some point 

defendants Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3, Doe 4 and Chief Bryan Manley 

responded at the scene of this incident and were made of aware of the mental health concerns 

regarding Jordan Walton. 

14.  When Austin Police officers initially arrived on scene, they knocked and 

announced at the door where the mother and child were being held.  Getting no answer, the 

officers made multiple strikes to the door and kicked in the door.  Upon the officers’ entrance 

shots were fired.  An officer suffered a minor injury and the officers retreated.   

15.  At some point early in the incident, Mr. Walton called 911 to speak to Austin 

police about a peaceful resolution.  During the call Mr. Walton said, “I’ve been getting death 

threats.”  He repeated several times, “God deliver me from evil.”  On more than one occasion 

during the incident, Mr. Walton appeared at the front door of the home and spoke to officers. 

During this time, Plaintiff Walton was on scene attempting to help resolve the situation and to 

give officers information about the mental health of his son.  Although required by Austin 

police policy, specially trained negotiation officers and mental health officers were not called to 

the scene. 

16.  After about an hour, an Austin police officer shot and killed Mr. Walton as he 
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stood in the doorway with his gun appearing to be pointed upward in a gesture of surrender.  

Ranking officers on scene approved and/or ordered the officer to kill Jordan Walton although 

they were aware of his mental health status and his attempts to negotiate a peaceful resolution 

with officers.  An Austin police officer was heard to say Jordan Walton deserved no mercy 

because an officer had been injured.  Jordan Walton was twenty-one years old when he died. 

During his life, he enjoyed good bodily health. He suffered physical pain and mental anguish 

from the time of the injury inflicted by Austin police until his death. 

17.  Plaintiff Stovall suffered mental anguish after the loss of her son.  She 

experienced depression, anxiety and PTSD.  Several months after Jordan Walton’s death, 

Plaintiff Stovall was hospitalized as a result of the symptoms she experienced.  Her grief has 

manifested physically and mentally. 

18.  Plaintiff Walton suffered mental anguish after the loss of his son.  He experienced 

extreme anxiety, grief and additional trauma from being present at the scene during the incident. 

D.  Count 1 

    For this cause of action against defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, 

Doe 3 and Doe 4, in Count 1, plaintiffs state the following. The allegations in this count are 

likely to have evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or 

discovery. 

      19.  By this reference, plaintiffs incorporate each and every allegation and averment set 

forth in paragraphs 2 through 18 of this complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

      20.  As a direct and proximate result of the above-referenced unlawful acts of 

defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and Doe 4 committed under 
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color of law and under their authority as City of Austin police officers, Jordan Walton was 

deprived of his life and his right to be secure in his person against unreasonable seizure of his 

person in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United 

States. 

      21.  The actions of defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and 

Doe 4 were objectively unreasonable and constituted the use of excessive force in that there was 

no immediate significant threat of great harm. 

     22.  At all times relevant to this complaint, defendants Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 

2, Doe 3 and Doe 4 were acting under the direction and control of Chief Bryan Manley and 

were acting pursuant to the official policy, practice or custom of the City of Austin. Defendant 

Manley approved the actions of the Austin Police officer who took the life of Jordan Walton. 

    23.  The actions of defendants Manley, Hutchinson, Nichols, Doe 1, Doe 2, Doe 3 and 

Doe 4 were intentional, wanton, malicious and oppressive entitling plaintiffs to an award of 

punitive damages. 

E.  Count 2 

For this cause of action against defendants Manley and the City of Austin in Count 2 , plaintiffs 

state the following.  The allegations in this count are likely to have evidentiary support after a 

reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery.   

      24.  By this reference, plaintiffs incorporate each and every allegation and averment set 

forth in paragraphs 2 through 18 of this complaint as though fully set forth herein. 

25.  Defendant Manley as the final policy maker for the Austin Police Department was 

responsible for the training and supervision of all police officers of Defendant City of Austin in 

the proper protocol for use of force, forcefully entering a home, managing a possible hostage 
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situation and for interactions with individuals experiencing a mental health crisis.  On the day 

that Jordan Walton died, Defendant Manley, Defendant Doe 3 and Defendant Doe 4 were at the 

scene during the hostage situation while defendants failed to contact Critical Incident 

Negotiation Team, Crisis Intervention Team or other mental health professional as directed in 

Austin Police Department General Orders. The manner in which the City of Austin training 

procedures were inadequate regarding these policies as well as the use of force policy will be 

determined after further opportunity for investigation. Defendant Manley and other defendants 

were aware of a pattern of violations demonstrates their deliberate indifference.  The facts 

supporting this allegation of deliberate indifference will be established after an opportunity for 

further investigation or discovery.  The inadequate training directly caused plaintiffs’ damages 

in that the lack of training caused the death of their son.  

26.  The city council of Austin is vested by state law with the authority to make policy 

for the city on the use of force in making arrests.  The City of Austin has a policy that was the 

moving force behind the violation of Jordan Walton’s constitutional rights.  The policy does 

not require officers to exhaust all alternatives before using deadly force.  This policy allows 

the use of deadly force when the threat of serious bodily injury or death is not immediate.  City 

of Austin failed to promulgate use of lethal force policies that protect the Constitutional rights 

of citizens. City of Austin police officers also have a practice or custom, of which Defendant 

Manley was aware, of using excessive force as a form of retaliation when an officer has been 

injured during an incident. The policy and practice set forth above failed to protect the life of 

Jordan Walton by allowing Austin police officers to use lethal force under circumstances where 

it is not reasonable to do so.   

27.  The conduct of defendants Manley and City of Austin described above deprived 
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decedent of his right to be secure in his person against unreasonable searches and seizure as 

guaranteed to the decedent under the Fourth Amendment to the United Sates Constitution and 

the decedent’s right to be free from deprivation of life, liberty or property without due process 

of law and to be accorded the equal protection of the laws as guaranteed to decedent under the 

Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution.  

F.  Damages 

28.  Plaintiffs assert the facts outlined in paragraphs 2-18 above. 

29.  As a direct and proximate result of the unlawful conduct of the defendants as 

described above, plaintiffs suffered burial expenses, cost of therapy and counseling; severe 

mental anguish in the past and future, loss of society and companionship, services, and affection 

of their son. 

G.  Attorney Fees 

30.  Plaintiffs are entitled to an award of attorney fees if they are the prevailing party in 

this suit.  Plaintiffs seek attorney’s fee, expert fees, litigation expenses and costs. 

H.  Jury Demand 

     31. In compliance with Rule 38, Federal Rules Civil Procedure, plaintiffs hereby notify 

all parties of their demand for a jury. 

I.  Prayer 

32.  For these reasons, plaintiffs ask for judgment against the defendants for the 

following: 
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a.  Damages in the form of punitive and compensatory damages; 

b.  Costs of suit, expert fees, pre and post judgment interest; 

c.  Reasonable attorney’s fee; and 

d.  All other relief the court deems appropriate. 

 

 

 
 Respectfully submitted,   
     

/s/  Donna Keith  
 Donna Hall Keith 

State Bar No. 00789335 
605 W. Oltorf Street 
Austin, TX 78704 
donna@dhkattorney.com 
Tel:  512-379-8321 
Fax:  512-681-7094 
ATTORNEY IN CHARGE FOR  
Anissa Stovall & Terrell Walton 
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