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Per Curiam:


A military judge sitting as a special court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of failing to go to his appointed place of duty, absence without leave (three specifications), and of failing to obey a lawful order, in violation of Articles 86 and 92, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 886 and 892 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 130 days, forfeiture of $767.00 pay per month for four months, and reduction to Private E-1.  Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority approved only so much of the sentence as provided for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 100 days, forfeiture of $767.00 pay per month for four months, and reduction to Private E-1. The convening authority credited appellant with thirty-one days of confinement against the approved sentence to confinement.  This case is before this court for automatic review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  

On consideration of the entire record, we hold that the staff judge advocate’s post-trial recommendation (SJAR) misstates the finding as to Specification 4 of The Charge.  The SJAR states that appellant was found guilty of absence without leave from 15 July 2003 until 9 August 2003 and from 11 August 2003 until 10 November 2003.  Appellant was actually found guilty of absence without leave from 15 July 2003 until 9 August 2003 and from 11 August 2003 until 27 October 2003.  Appellant and his trial defense counsel did not object to this mistake.  See Rules for Courts-Martial 1105 and 1106(f)(4).  

Unless indicated otherwise in the action, a convening authority approves the findings as stated in the SJAR.  United States v. Diaz, 40 M.J. 335, 337 (C.M.A. 1994).  Therefore, the convening authority’s “purported approval” of a finding of guilty to an absence without leave from 11 August 2003 until 10 November 2003 was a nullity.  United States v. Saunders, 56 M.J. 930, 936 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 2002), aff’d, 59 M.J. 1 (C.A.A.F. 2003); see also Diaz, 40 M.J. at 337.  Applying United States v. Wheelus, 49 M.J. 283, 289 (C.A.A.F. 1998), however, we note that no prejudice has been alleged before this court, and we find no possible prejudice to the appellant’s substantial rights concerning the approved sentence.  UCMJ art. 59(a).  Under the facts of this case, we are satisfied that a correct statement of the findings in the SJAR would not have affected the sentence as approved by the convening authority.
Accordingly, the court affirms only so much of the finding of guilty of Specification 4 of The Charge as finds that appellant did, on or about 15 July 2003, without authority, absent himself from his unit, to wit:  Headquarters and Headquarters Company, 3d Battalion, 21st Infantry Regiment, 1st Brigade, 25th Infantry Division (SBCT) located at Fort Lewis, Washington, and did remain so absent until on or about 9 August 2003; and that appellant did, on or about 11 August 2003, without authority, absent himself from his unit, to wit:  Headquarters and Headquarters Company, 3d Battalion, 21st Infantry Regiment, 1st Brigade, 25th Infantry Division (SBCT) located at Fort Lewis, Washington, and did remain so absent until on or about 27 October 2003, in violation of Article 86, UCMJ.  
The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the error noted and the entire record, the court affirms the sentence. 
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