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PER CURIAM:*

We hold: (1) the district court did not abuse its discretion

by disqualifying Ramos’ attorney who had also represented Ramos and

Rodriguez in a civil proceeding, with Rodriguez later testifying

against Ramos in this case; (2) the district court did not err by

not dismissing the indictment brought under 18 U.S.C. § 666 when

the wages Ramos “received” were not bona fide; and (3) the district

court did not abuse its discretion by not giving a requested
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instruction regarding the bona fide wage exception found in 18

U.S.C. § 666(c), in that, inter alia, the refused instruction was

substantially covered by those given.  Accordingly, the judgment is

AFFIRMED.  


