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Peli Popovich Hunt appeals pro se from the district court’s order dismissing
Hunt’s bankruptcy appeal. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 158(d) and
1291. We review for an abuse of discretion a dismissal for failure to comply with
a court’s pre-filing order entered against a vexatious litigant. In re Fillbach, 223
F.3d 1089, 1090-91 (9th Cir. 2000). We affirm.

In her opening brief, Hunt fails to address how the district court erred by
dismissing her bankruptcy appeal for filing the appeal in violation of the district
court’s pre-filing order. As a result, Hunt has waived her challenge to the district
court’s order. See Smith v. Marsh, 194 F.3d 1045, 1052 (9th Cir. 1999) (“[O]n
appeal, arguments not raised by a party in its opening brief are deemed waived.”);
Greenwood v. FAA, 28 F.3d 971, 977 (9th Cir. 1994) (“We review only issues
which are argued specifically and distinctly in a party’s opening brief.”).

Because we affirm the district court’s order dismissing Hunt’s bankruptcy
appeal, we do not consider her arguments challenging bankruptcy court orders.

All pending motions are denied.

AFFIRMED.
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