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

No. 98-10325
Conf er ence Cal endar

JUANA OLGA ROVERO
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

ClTY OF RICHARDSON;, D MEYER, B RI CHARDS
FRI ENDLY CHEVROLET COMPANY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:97-CV-2189-G
' Decenber 9, 1998
Before DAVIS, DeMOSS, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Juana O ga Ronero appeals the dismssal of her 42 U S. C
8§ 1983 suit under Feb. R Qv. P. 12(b)(6) for failure to state a
claimfor which relief can be granted. Wen the plaintiff
all eges that the defendant conmmtted an unlawful arrest wthout a
warrant, she nust show that the defendant did not have probable
cause to arrest, as is required by the Fourth Anendnent. See

United States v. Walker, 960 F.2d 409, 416 (5th Cr. 1992)(direct

crimnal appeal). “Probable cause exists when the facts and

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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circunstances within the know edge of the arresting officer are
sufficient to cause a person of reasonable caution to believe
that an offense has been or is being commtted.” [d. (citation
and internal quotation omtted).

Ronmero admts in her original conplaint that the police had
a report that the vehicle she was driving was stolen and that she
did not owmn the vehicle. Under Texas law, this gave the police
of ficers probable cause to arrest her for theft or unauthorized
use of a vehicle. Because there was probable cause for the
arrest, Ronero has not alleged any violation of her
constitutional rights. The decision of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



