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

No. 01-20462
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
NOAH ADDI SON,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CR-340-1

August 5, 2002

Bef ore BARKSDALE, BENAVI DES, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Noah Addi son appeals his conviction for aiding and abetting
to distribute anabolic steroids, in violation of 21 U S. C
88 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(D, and 18 U.S.C. §8 2, and aiding and
abetting the use of a communication facility to distribute
anabolic steroids, in violation of 21 U S.C. 8§ 843(b) and 18
US C 8 2. Addison argues that the jury erroneously rejected

hi s entrapnent defense.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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This court nmay only reverse a jury’'s rejection of an
entrapnent defense “if no rational jury could have found beyond a
reasonabl e doubt either (1) |ack of governnment inducenment or (2)

predi sposition to commt the charged crine.” United States v.

Reyes, 239 F.3d 722, 739 (5th Cir.) cert. denied, 122 S. C. 156

(2001). Reviewing the evidence in the Iight nost favorable to
the jury’s verdict, the evidence indicates that the Governnent
merely provided an opportunity to commt the crinme and that
Addi son was a willing and hel pful participant. Thus, the
Governnent did not induce Addison to commt the crine. See

United States v. Bradfield, 113 F.3d 515, 522 (5th Cr. 1997).

Addi tional ly, Addison indicated that he was predi sposed to comm t
the crime by readily availing hinself of the opportunity to

perpetrate the crinme. See United States v. Wse, 221 F.3d 140,

154 (5th Gir. 2000), cert. denied 532 U S. 959 (2001).

Therefore, we AFFIRM the jury's guilty verdict.



