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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:97-CV-159-S-A

June 15, 1999
Before EMLIO M GARZA, BENAVI DES, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M ssi ssi ppi prisoner John Dedeaux, No. 93417, appeals from
the district court’s dismssal as frivolous of his civil rights
conplaint. Dedeaux’s conplaint alleged that he suffered an
adverse reaction to nedicine prescribed for a bladder infection
and that his attenpts to file an admnistrative renmedy procedure
(ARP) conplaining of this problemwere thwarted by unknown

persons; that, after defendant Todd CGuel ker filed fal se

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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di sci plinary charges agai nst him Dedeaux was confined in a
shower stall for several hours until a disciplinary cell becane
avai | abl e; that his confinenent in the shower stall exacerbated a
congenital problemw th his left knee; that he was denied
appropriate nedical treatnent for his knee; and that he was
required to performwork which was inconsistent wth his nedical
[imtations.

By failing to address in his appellate brief the problens
related to his bladder infection, his inability to file an ARP,
the allegedly false disciplinary charges filed by defendant
Cuel ker, or the allegedly inappropriate work assignnents he

recei ved, Dedeaux has abandoned these i ssues. See Yohey V.

Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 223-24 (5th Gr. 1993); Brinkmann v.

Dall as County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Gr.

1987); FED. R APP. P. 28(a)(9)(A).

Dedeaux does not suggest that his relatively brief
confinenent in the shower stall was cruel and unusual puni shnent
per se, and this court has held that a short period of

confi nenent under unpl easant conditions does not violate the

constitution. See Davis v. Scott, 157 F.3d 1003, 1004-06 (5th
Cir. 1998). Nothing in the record suggests that the defendants
exhi bited deliberate indifference to a serious nedical problem
when they confined Dedeaux in the shower stall. Farner v.
Brennan, 511 U. S. 825, 837 (1994). Dedeaux received
constitutionally adequate nedical treatnent. Hi s disagreenent

with that treatnent will not support a § 1983 claim Varnado v.

Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991).
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