IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-41253
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
OSCAR MARTI NEZ- LOPEZ,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. M 90-CR-247-1

My 25, 2000
Before DAVIS, DUHE and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Oscar Martinez-Lopez chall enges his conviction for conspiracy
to possess with the intent to distribute nore than 100 but | ess
than 1000 kilograms of marijuana, in violation of 21 U S.C. 88§
841(a) (1), 841(b)(1)(B), and 846. He argues that the evi dence was
insufficient to overcone his entrapnent defense. He argues that
the Governnment used a confidential informant to lure him into
participating in the drug deal, which crinme he was not otherw se

predi sposed to comm tting.

The standard of review is the sanme as that which applies to

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



sufficiency of the evidence. United States v. Rodriguez, 43 F.3d

117, 126 (5th Gr. 1995). This court accepts every fact in the
Iight nost favorable to the conviction and will reverse only if no
rational jury could have found beyond a reasonable doubt that

Martinez was predi sposed to commt the offense. See United States

V. Sandoval, 20 F.3d 134, 137 (5th Cr. 1994).

The appel |l ant has not denonstrated error in connection with
the rejection of his entrapnent defense. The trial testinony
reflects that the appel |l ant was eager to enter into the transaction
proposed by the Governnent. H's enthusiastic participationin the
drug deal is sufficient to prove that he was predisposed to

commtting the offense. See United States v. Chavez, 119 F. 3d 342,

346 (5th CGir. 1997).

The appellant has failed to denonstrate any error in
connection with his conviction, and the district court’s judgnent
is affirnmed.

AFFI RVED.



