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Corinthia Williams v. Deputy Brian Meyer, in his individual capacity
Williams v. Meyer · No. 4:24-cv-596 · Decided January 15, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Texas grants Deputy Brian Meyer’s
motion for summary judgment based on qualified immunity in Corinthia Williams’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983
action. The court holds that the independent intermediary doctrine defeats Williams’s unlawful-seizure
claim and that probable cause and exigent circumstances justified Meyer’s warrantless entry. The court
also dismisses with prejudice the withdrawn excessive-force and Fourteenth Amendment claims.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved for summary judgment based on qualified immunity
in Plaintiff's 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action. The court granted the motion
and dismissed all claims with prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as
to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law. In the qualified-immunity context, the plaintiff bears the
burden of showing a genuine and material factual dispute as to
whether the official is entitled to immunity. The court viewed the
body-camera evidence in the light depicted by the video where it
discredited Plaintiff's account.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; persuasive only
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Meyer was entitled to qualified immunity on Williams's Fourth Amendment false-arrest or
unlawful-seizure claim.

2. Whether Meyer's warrantless entry into Williams's home to arrest her for interference with public duties
violated the Fourth Amendment.

3. Whether Williams's excessive-force claim remained before the court after she withdrew it.

4. Whether Williams's Fourteenth Amendment claims remained before the court after she withdrew them.

HOLDINGS

1. Meyer was entitled to qualified immunity on Williams's false-arrest claim because the independent-
intermediary doctrine broke the causal chain between Meyer's conduct and the arrest, and Williams
failed to show that the magistrate's decision was tainted by Meyer's actions.

2. Meyer was entitled to qualified immunity on Williams's unlawful-entry claim because his warrantless
entry into the home was justified by probable cause to arrest Williams for the jailable offense of
interference with public duties and exigent circumstances arising from her retreat into the home while
resisting arrest.

3. The excessive-force claim was dismissed with prejudice because Williams expressly withdrew it in her
response to the motion.

4. The Fourteenth Amendment claims were dismissed with prejudice because Williams expressly withdrew
them.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under the independent intermediary doctrine, “if an independent intermediary, such as a justice of the
peace [or magistrate], authorizes an arrest, then the initiating party cannot be liable for false arrest.”” (at 6)

“A warrantless entry into a home is presumptively unreasonable.” (at 9)

“It was reasonable for Deputy Meyer to believe that Williams was impeding his investigation in violation of
the interference with public duties statute.” (at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Deputy Brian Meyer went to Corinthia Williams's residence to investigate an alleged assault involving her adult
daughter, Kailyn. Williams repeatedly prevented Meyer from speaking with Kailyn alone, physically positioned
herself and the partially open door between Meyer and Kailyn, and later instructed Kailyn to go upstairs. After



Meyer attempted to detain Williams for interfering with his investigation, a physical struggle occurred, Williams
was arrested, and a magistrate issued an arrest warrant based on Meyer's probable-cause affidavit. The county
later declined to prosecute the charges.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Williams sued Deputy Meyer under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 based on events surrounding her arrest and his entry into
her home. Meyer moved for summary judgment based on qualified immunity, and Williams responded. Williams
withdrew her excessive-force and Fourteenth Amendment claims in her response. The district court granted the
motion and dismissed all claims with prejudice, directing that a final appealable judgment be entered separately.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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