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Per Curiam:

On 9 April 2024, this Court set aside appellant’s findings of guilty to
Specifications 9, 10, and 11 of Charge I and the sentence in its entirety. United

*Judge ARGUELLES decided this case while on active duty.
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States v. Olahprado, ARMY 20220200, 2024 CCA LEXIS 170, at *42 (Army Ct.
Crim. App. 9 Apr. 2024) (mem. op.). The remaining findings of guilty were
affirmed, and a rehearing was authorized for the set aside findings and sentence. Id.

On 3 October 2024, the returned Charge and its Specifications were
withdrawn and dismissed without prejudice by the convening authority. On 12
November 2024, the convening authority determined a rehearing was impracticable.
A sentence of “no punishment” was entered by the military judge on 15 November
2024 as the Second Modified Judgment of the Court.

On consideration of the entire record, we hold the findings of guilty and the
sentence, as incorporated in the Second Modified Judgment of the Court, dated 15
November 2024, correct in law and fact. Accordingly, those findings of guilty and
the sentence are AFFIRMED.
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