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MEMORANDUM OPINION
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JOHNSON, Judge:


A military judge, sitting as a general court-martial, convicted appellant, in accordance with his pleas, of conspiracy to wrongfully distribute a controlled substance (ecstasy), disobeying a lawful order, violating a lawful general regulation (two specifications), wrongful distribution of a controlled substance (ecstasy) (two specifications), wrongful possession of a controlled substance (ecstasy) with the intent to distribute, and wrongful use of a controlled substance (ecstasy) in violation of Articles 81, 92, and 112a, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 881, 892, and 912a [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for thirty months.  Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority only approved so much of the sentence as provided for a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for twenty-four months.  This case was submitted upon its merits to the court for review under Article 66, UCMJ.  


Specification 1 of Additional Charge I states that on divers occasions in Kingston, Ontario, appellant distributed a controlled substance (ecstasy).  However, the stipulation of fact states that appellant distributed ecstasy on one occasion in Kingston, Ontario.  During the providence inquiry, appellant stated that once or twice he distributed ecstasy in Kingston, Ontario.  As the military judge did not resolve this inconsistency, we will do so in our decretal paragraph. 


We have considered the matters personally raised by appellant under United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and find them to be without merit.


The court approves only so much of the finding of guilty of Specification 1 of Additional Charge I as finds that appellant did, at or near Kingston, Ontario, between on or about January 2001 and 13 March 2001, wrongfully distribute an unknown quantity of 3,4-methylenedioxymethamphetamine (Ecstasy), a schedule 1 controlled substance.  The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the error noted and the entire record, and applying the principles of United States v. Sales, 22 M.J. 305 (C.M.A. 1986), the court affirms the sentence.

        
Senior Judge MERCK and Judge CURRIE concur.
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