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PER CURI AM *
Bradl ey W Laeger appeals his conviction for willfully
failing to file incone tax returns in violation of 26 U S.C
§ 7203. First, Laeger argues that the district court erred in
denying his notion for judgnent of acquittal on the grounds that
venue was i nproper in the Western District of Louisiana. A

person’s principal residence is a proper venue for a charge of

failing to file an incone tax return. United States v. Rice, 659

F.2d 524, 526 (5th Gr. 1981). Laeger admts that his primry

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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residence for the years in question was in Pineville, Louisiana,
atown in the Western District of Louisiana. H s argunent that
he was tried in an inproper venue is wthout nerit.

Laeger also contends that the district court erred in
refusing to instruct the jury that he was not presuned to know
the law. W find that the district court did not abuse its

di screti on. See United States v. Pankhurst, 118 F.3d 345, 350

(5th Gr. 1997). The district court’s instructions, taken as a
whol e, were a correct statenent of the law and clearly instructed
the jurors on the factual issues relevant to this case. See id.
The district court properly instructed the jurors on the

“W | ful ness” requirenent for the offense, as well as the effect
of a “good faith m sunderstanding of the obligation to file a
return”. These instructions did not prejudice Laeger’ s defense

t heory.

The district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



