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MEMORANDUM OPINION ON REMAND

-----------------------------------------------------
Per Curiam:


A military judge, sitting as a special court-martial, convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of failure to go to his appointed place of duty (three specifications), absence without leave (two specifications), and uttering checks without sufficient funds with the intent to defraud, in violation of Articles 86 and 123a, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 886 and 923a [hereinafter UCMJ].  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence of a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for three months, forfeiture of $200.00 pay per month for three months, and reduction to the grade of Private E1.  


On our initial review, we affirmed the findings of guilty and the sentence.  United States v. Klingenstein, ARMY 20000178 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 1 Nov. 2001) (unpub.).  On 3 October 2002, the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces set aside our decision and remanded this case for further consideration in light of its holding in United States v. Tardif, 57 M.J. 219 (2002).  United States v. Klingenstein, 57 M.J. 453 (2002).


After carefully reviewing the entire record, we are convinced, as we were after our initial review, that the post-trial processing of this case was not unreasonable or unduly dilatory, and that the approved sentence is appropriate based on the totality of the circumstances, including the nature of the offenses and the character of appellant.  UCMJ art. 66(c).  


The findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.    







FOR THE COURT:
MALCOLM H. SQUIRES, JR.
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