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Warren Green appeals the district court’s grant of summary judgment in

favor of Dr. Agarwal in Green’s prisoner civil rights action alleging deliberate
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indifference to a serious medical need. We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1291. We review de novo, Jett v. Penner, 439 F.3d 1091, 1096 (9th Cir. 2006),
and affirm.

Summary judgment was proper for the defendant. At most, Green
established a difference of opinion between himself and the medical professionals
regarding diagnosis and treatment of his serious medical need. Such a difference
of opinion does not rise to the level of deliberate indifference. Toguchi v. Chung,
391 F.3d 1051, 1058 (9th Cir. 2004); Sanchez v. Vild, 891 F.2d 240, 242 (9th Cir.
1989). Nor would negligence rise to the level of deliberate indifference. Jett, 439
F.3d at 1096.

AFFIRMED.



