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Per Curiam:

On 29 January 2025, appellant submitted this case with four assignments of
error, including ineffective assistance of counsel, and seven Grostefon matters.
United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982). On 11 June 2025, this court
ordered affidavits from trial defense counsel and on 25 July 2025, granted the
government’s motion to attach said affidavits to the record (Government Appellate
Exhibit 1 and 2). On 15 September 2025, this court granted appellant’s motion to
attach Defense Appellate Exhibits A-F (exhibits relevant to the ineffective
assistance claim) and granted appellant’s subsequent motion to attach Defense
Appellate Exhibit G (an affidavit in support of the ineffective assistance claim).
However, notice of these granted motions was not provided to counsel. Two days
later, on 17 September 2025, the court summarily affirmed the findings and the
sentence.
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On 15 October 2025, because counsel was unaware that their motions to
attach had been granted before the issuance of the summary affirmance, appellant
requested reconsideration of the claim of ineffective assistance of counsel. This
court granted the motion for reconsideration.

Now, upon reconsideration, and after reviewing the initial brief, reply brief;
supplemental brief and reconsideration request submitted by appellant, all matters
submitted by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, Defense Appellate
Exhibits A—G, the response brief submitted by appellee, Government Appellate
Exhibits 1 and 2, and the trial record, we again find defense counsel’s performance
was not ineffective. Accordingly, the findings of guilty and the sentence are
AFFIRMED.

FOR THE COURT:
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