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James Wright appeals from the district court’s summary judgment in favor
of two defendant police officers in his 28 U.S.C. § 1983 civil rights action alleging

malicious prosecution. We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We
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review the summary judgment de novo, Newman v. County of Orange, 457 F.3d
991, 993 (9th Cir. 2006), and affirm.

Summary judgment was proper for the defendants on Wright’s malicious
prosecution claim because Wright failed to overcome the presumption that the
prosecutor exercised independent judgment in determining that probable cause
existed. “To rebut the presumption of independent judgment and to survive
summary judgment on a malicious prosecution claim, a plaintiff must provide more
than an account of the incident in question that conflicts with the account of the
officers involved.” Id. at 995. Thus, Wright’s own account of the incident,
without more, does not create a genuine issue of material fact.

AFFIRMED.



