IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-50697
Summary Cal endar

AN TH MCCAHON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
FELECI A W LLI AMS,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-99-CV-436-JN

* February 9, 2001
Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

An Thi MCahon appeals the summary judgnent on the ground of
qualified imunity in favor of defendant Felecia WIIlians regarding
a request for an arrest warrant. MCahon alleges that WIllians’s
actions in seeking an arrest warrant were not objectively
reasonabl e because there was no probable cause to support a
concl usion that McCahon nade a fal se statenent to a police officer.

Wllians's affidavit provided sufficient support for a finding of

probabl e cause. See Malley v. Briggs, 475 U S. 335, 345 (1986).

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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McCahon al so al |l eges that McCahon’s actions were objectively
unr easonabl e because McCahon made the report in Collin County and
therefore she could not be tried for the crine in Travis County,
from which the warrant issued. She has failed to show that the
magi strate judge in Travis County could not have issued the arrest
warrant. See Tex. CRM P. CooeE ANN. art. 15.03(a)(2) (Vernon 2000).

Wllians’s actions in seeking the warrant in Travis County were
therefore objectively reasonabl e.

McCahon finally asserts that, even if a finding of probable
cause exists, this court should go beyond that finding to bal ance
the interests of the individual against the state. Such a
bal ancing test should be conducted after a finding of probable
cause only in “extraordi nary” circunstances invol ving “searches or
sei zures conducted i n an extraordi nary manner, unusual ly harnful to
an individual’s privacy or even physical interests[.]” See, e.q.,

Wiren v. United States, 517 U. S. 806, 818 (1996) (direct appeal of

crimnal conviction). WIlians’s actions in obtaining an arrest
warrant agai nst McCahon di d not harm McCahon’ s privacy or physical
interests to any unusual degree. The district court’s grant of
summary judgnent in favor of WIllians on the grounds of qualified

immunity is AFFI RVED



