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Former California state prisoner Kifa Muhammad appeals pro se from the

district court’s summary judgment in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging

constitutional claims. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de
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novo. Jones v. Slade, 23 F.4th 1124, 1133 (9th Cir. 2022). We affirm.

The district court properly granted summary judgment on Muhammad’s
claims related to the near collision that occurred during his medical transport
because Muhammad failed to raise a genuine dispute of material fact as to whether
defendants acted with deliberate indifference to a serious threat to Muhammad’s
health or safety. See Farmer v. Brennan, 511 U.S. 825, 837 (1994) (explaining that
for an official to act with deliberate indifference, “the official must both be aware
of facts from which the inference could be drawn that a substantial risk of serious
harm exists, and [the official] must also draw the inference”).

We do not consider matters not specifically and distinctly raised and argued
in the opening brief. See Padgett v. Wright, 587 F.3d 983, 985 n.2 (9th Cir. 2009).

AFFIRMED.
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