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PER CURIAM:

Jeffrey R. Breeden was convicted by a jury of two counts of

attempted income tax evasion, 26 U.S.C. § 7201 (1994), and two

counts of willful failure to file tax returns, 26 U.S.C. § 7203

(1994), for which he was sentenced to thirty-six months impris-

onment. Breeden appeals, claiming that the district court erred in

refusing to give two proffered jury instructions. We review the

district court’s refusal to give a requested jury instruction for

abuse of discretion. United States v. Russell, 971 F.2d 1098, 1107

(4th Cir. 1992); United States v. Lozano, 839 F.2d 1020, 1024 (4th

Cir. 1988). A district court has discretion to choose among pro-

posed instructions and to determine the content of its charge to

the jury, Russell, 971 F.2d at 1107, as long as, when “viewed as a

whole in the context of the trial, the charge was not misleading

and contained an adequate statement of the law to guide the jury’s

determination,” United States v. Park, 421 U.S. 658, 675 (1975).

Viewing the jury instructions in the context of the entire

trial, we conclude that they were proper in all respects. We

therefore find no abuse of discretion. Accordingly, we affirm. We

dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions

are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED


