
     *  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

Robert Deemer, Louisiana state prisoner #120219, appeals
from the district court’s dismissal of his civil rights suit as
frivolous.  He argues that the magistrate judge should have
recused himself, that he was improperly convicted of an undefined 
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prison disciplinary rule, and that he had been denied access to
the courts.  We have reviewed the record and find no reversible
error.  Deemer’s claim that he was improperly convicted in a
prison disciplinary proceeding is barred by Heck v. Humphrey, 512
U.S. 477 (1994), and is not cognizable in a 42 U.S.C. § 1983
proceeding.  The district court did not abuse its discretion by
dismissing Deemer’s complaint as frivolous.  See Siglar v.
Hightower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th Cir. 1997).  Deemer’s claims
that he was denied access to the Administrative Remedy Procedure,
that he had been denied privileges in extended lockdown, that his
good-time credits had been improperly revoked, and that he had
been deprived of his Scrabble game are not addressed by the court
as these claims are deemed abandoned on appeal. See Yohey v.
Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cir. 1993).  Accordingly, the
judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


