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Before: FISHER, GOULD and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.

The Marts appeal the district court’s summary judgment in favor of U.S.
Bank and Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems (“MERS”) in their
Washington Consumer Protection Act (“WCPA”) action. We have jurisdiction
under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo a district court’s grant of summary
judgment. See Lopez v. Smith, 203 F.3d 1122, 1131 (9th Cir. 2000). We may
affirm on any ground supported by the record. See UMG Recordings, Inc. v.
Augusto, 628 F.3d 1175, 1178 (9th Cir. 2011). We affirm.

The WCPA has a four-year statute of limitations. See Wash. Rev. Code §
19.86.120 (““Any action to enforce a claim for damages under [the WCPA] shall be
forever barred unless commenced within four years after the cause of action
accrues.”). The Marts’ cause of action accrued more than four years before they
filed their complaint. None of the arguments advanced by the Marts to avoid the
statute of limitations is persuasive. Therefore, their claims are time-barred.

Furthermore, even if the Marts’ claims were not time-barred, the Marts did
not raise a genuine issue of material fact as to whether their injuries were caused
by the alleged deceptive acts of U.S. Bank and MERS. See Hangman Ridge
Training Stables, Inc. v. Safeco Title Ins. Co., 719 P.2d 531, 533 (Wash. 1986)

(holding that a plaintiff must demonstrate the alleged injuries were caused by the



deceptive acts of the defendant to make out a claim under the WCPA); see also
Indoor Billboard/Wash., Inc. v. Integra Telecom of Wash., Inc., 170 P.3d 10, 22
(Wash. 2007) (“A plaintiff must establish that, but for the defendant’s unfair or
deceptive practice, the plaintiff would not have suffered an injury.”).

AFFIRMED.



