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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
W LLI E LEE CLAY SENI GAL, al so known as WIllie Lee
Cl ay, also known as Wllie O ay Parker, also

known as Mur kel Parker,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CR-36-ALL

Bef ore H G3d NBOTHAM DAVIS, and PRADO Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wllie Lee Cay Senigal was convicted on all counts of a 14-
count superceding indictnent. On appeal, she challenges only
four counts of wire fraud. Senigal operated a beauty parlor and
cosnet ol ogy school in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Senigal used the
wWres to procure insurance for the business and then filed a

fraudul ent cl ai magai nst that insurance. The only question on
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appeal is whether the evidence admtted at trial is sufficient to
show t hat Senigal had the specific intent to defraud when she
obt ai ned the insurance.

The standard for evaluating the sufficiency of the evidence
is "whether any reasonable trier of fact could have found that
t he evi dence established the essential elenents of the crine

beyond a reasonable doubt."” United States v. Otega Reyna, 148

F.3d 540, 543 (5th Gr. 1998). This court considers the evidence
in the light nost favorable to the Governnent, including al
reasonabl e i nferences that can be drawn fromthe evidence.

United States v. Bernea, 30 F.3d 1539, 1551 (5th G r. 1994).

Intent to defraud is established if the defendant acted know ngly
and with the specific intent to deceive, ordinarily for the
pur pose of causing sone financial |oss to another or bringing

about sone financial gain to hinself. United States v. Saks, 964

F.2d 1514, 1518 (5th Cr. 1992). Proof of such intent can arise
by inference fromall of the facts and circunstances surroundi ng

t he transacti ons. United States v. Isnmpoila, 100 F.3d 380, 387

(5th Gr. 1996)(wire fraud).

The evidence is sufficient to allowa jury to infer that she
obt ai ned the insurance with the specific intent to further her
schene to file a fraudulent claim Senigal was in need of noney
to support her business. Senigal defrauded a bank in an effort
to obtain the noney. Senigal acted urgently in her attenpt to

secure insurance on a building fromwhich she knew she was about
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to be evicted. Less than a nonth later, Senigal filed a

fraudul ent insurance claim Taken together, these facts would
allow a jury to infer that Senigal procured the insurance with
the specific intent to file a fraudulent claimfor financial

gain. See Saks, 964 F.2d at 1518; Isnpbila, 100 F.3d at 387.

Havi ng shown that obtaining the insurance was part of the schene
to file a fraudulent claim there is no dispute that Senigal used

the wires to further that schene. United States v. Aggarwal, 17

F.3d 737, 740 (5th Gr. 1994). Senigal’s conviction is AFFI RVED.



