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PER CURIAM.

Larry D. Casey challenges the sufficiency of his indictment after he was
convicted on one count of wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1343. After
reviewing the record and the parties briefs, we conclude the indictment sufficiently
alleged the essential elements of wire fraud under § 1343 because the indictment's
statement that Casey's fraudulent credit card transactions were "electronically
forward[ed]" described theinterstate use of thewiresin aform that substantially stated
thiselement. See 18 U.S.C. § 1343; United Statesv. O'Hagan, 139 F.3d 641, 651-52
(8th Cir. 1998) (indictment that alleged fraudulent use of confidential business




information held to have alleged "property"” e ement of mail fraud statute"in aform that
substantially state[d] the element”); United States v. Just, 74 F.3d 902, 904 (8th Cir.
1996) (indictment challenged after jeopardy hasattachedisliberally construed in favor
of sufficiency); United Statesv.Mallen, 843 F.2d 1096, 1102 (8th Cir.) (court cannot
require indictment to contain particular word or phrase when it alleges element "in a
form which substantially states element”) (quoted source omitted), cert. denied, 488
U.S. 849 (1988).

Accordingly, we affirm.
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