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MEMORANDUM OPINION ON FURTHER REVIEW

---------------------------------------------------------------------

Per Curiam:


A general court-martial composed of officer members convicted the appellant, contrary to his pleas, of dereliction of duty, maltreatment of a soldier, rape, and adultery in violation of Articles 92, 93, 120, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 892, 893, 920, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The members sentenced the appellant to a dishonorable discharge, confinement for ten years, and reduction to Private E1.  In the exercise of his clemency powers, the convening authority reduced the period of confinement to five years, but otherwise approved the sentence as adjudged.  


On 5 June 2000, the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces set aside the sentence in this case and returned the record to The Judge Advocate General of the Army for a rehearing on sentence.  On 11 September 2000, the convening authority determined that a rehearing on sentence was impracticable and approved a sentence of no punishment.  The case is now before the court for further review under Article 66, UCMJ.  Appellate defense counsel specifically declined to file additional pleadings.  


Our decision affirming the findings of guilty of the Specification of Charge I and Charge I (dereliction of duty), and Specification 1 of Charge IV and Charge IV, remains in effect.  The sentence of no punishment is affirmed.







FOR THE COURT:







JOSEPH A. NEURAUTER






Clerk of Court
1
2

