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Respondent, 
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OPINION FILED: 

August 2, 2011 

 

WD72754 Randolph County 

 

Before Division Four Judges:   

 

Lisa White Hardwick, Chief Judge, Presiding, and 

James Edward Welsh and Mark D. Pfeiffer, Judges 

 

Edward Munoz (“Munoz”) appeals his conviction after a bench trial for distribution of a 

controlled substance.  He contends there was insufficient evidence to support his conviction 

because he was unlawful entrapped. 

 

AFFIRMED. 

DIVISION FOUR HOLDS: 

 Entrapment was not established as a matter of law.  To inject the issue of entrapment, a 

defendant must present evidence of both unlawful governmental inducement and the defendant’s 

lack of predisposition.  It is then the State’s burden to prove lack of entrapment beyond a 

reasonable doubt by rebutting either defendant’s evidence of inducement or by showing his 

predisposition.  Munoz failed to show he was induced to engage in unlawful conduct.  The State 

introduced evidence of Munoz’s willingness to supply the drugs on request and his 

predisposition to engage in the drug transaction, thereby rebutting Munoz’s allegation of 

entrapment. 

 

OPINION BY:  Mark D. Pfeiffer, Judge August 2, 2011 
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