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This opinion is issued as an unpublished opinion and, as such, does not serve as precedent.
Per Curiam:

On 19 March 2025, this court set aside appellant’s finding of guilty for
Specification 2 of The Charge and the corresponding segmented sentence for
that specification. United States v. Calvillomagana, ARMY 20230161, 2025
CCA LEXIS 115 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 19 Mar. 2025) (summ. disp.). We
further merged Specification 1 and Specification 2 into a single specification.
On 2 March 2026, this court’s decision was set aside by the United States
Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces [CAAF], and, on 30 March 2026, the
case was remanded back to this court for a new Article 66 review in
accordance with the CAAF’s decision in United States v. Malone, _ M.J.
2026 CAAF LEXIS 62 (C.A.A.F. 20 Jan. 2026).
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Considering Malone, the findings of guilty and the sentence, as entered

in the original Judgment of the Court, dated 27 April 2023, are correct in law
and fact. Accordingly, the findings and sentence are AFFIRMED.
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