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PER CURIAM:*

Gerald Wayne Howard, Sr. appeals his conviction and sentence after a jury

trial for wire fraud in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343.  He contends that the district

court erred in enhancing his sentence for more than minimal planning, in denying

his motion for a judgment of acquittal, and in denying his motion for a mistrial

based on an improper remark by the prosecutor during closing arguments.



     1 United States v. Barndt, 913 F.2d 201 (5th Cir. 1990).

     2 United States v. Aggarwal, 17 F.3d 737 (5th Cir. 1994); United States v. Greenwood,
974 F.2d 1449 (5th Cir. 1992).

     3 United States v. Andrews, 22 F.3d 1328 (5th Cir. 1994).
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Our review of the record and briefs of the parties persuades that the district

court did not clearly err in determining that Howard engaged in more than minimal

planning.1  The record contains sufficient evidence upon which a rational juror

could find all of the elements of wire fraud proven beyond a reasonable doubt and

the district court did not err in denying Howard’s motion for a judgment of

acquittal.2  We further conclude that the improper remark made by the prosecutor

during closing arguments did not substantially affect Howard’s right to a fair trial.3

AFFIRMED.


