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Per Quriam Luis A Castro-Mrales appeals his

conviction for conspiring to defraud the United States
Departnent of Veterans Affairs (VA), for aiding and abetting
in the enbezzl ement or conversion of funds fromthe VA and for
aiding and abetting in the enbezzl enent or conversion of funds
which canme into his control as an enpl oyee of the VA, 18

US C 88 2, 641, 654 (1994 & Supp. Il 1996). The sole claim
presented by Castro-Mral es on appeal is that the district
court judge erred in not giving a nultiple conspiracy
instruction, rather than a single conspiracy instruction, to
the jury.

Castro-Moral es wai ved this argunment by not proposing
such an instruction to the trial judge, joining a request to
do so, or objecting to the trial court's refusal to give such
an instruction. Qur decision is mandated by our prior hol ding
i n an appeal brought by Castro-Mrales's two co-defendants.

United States v. Leon-Delfis, 203 F.3d 103, 113 (1st Grr.

2000). In that case, we held that Castro-Mrales's co-
def endant, Santi ago- Sanchez, had waived his right to object to
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the failure to give a nultiple conspiracy instruction where a
third co-defendant, Leon-Delfis, had asked for the instruction
and objected to the failure to give the instruction, but

Sant i ago- Sanchez had not joined the instruction and there was
no indication that the district court had stated that an

obj ection fromone defendant woul d be consi dered an objection
for all defendants. Castro-Mrales is in the sanme situation
as Santi ago- Sanchez. It is worth adding that the clai mof
error as to the need for nmultiple conspiracy instruction is
not a strong one and there was certainly no plain error in the
court's failure to give the instruction.

Affirned.



