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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted the appellant, pursuant to her pleas, of attempted possession of a controlled substance (two specifications), possession of a controlled substance (thirty-eight specifications), and forgery (forty-three specifications), in violation of Articles 80, 112a, and 123, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 880, 912a, and 923 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence to a dismissal, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, a fine of $2000.00, and a reprimand.  This case is before the court for automatic review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.


We have reviewed the appellant’s assertions of error, and find no error that materially prejudices the appellant’s substantial rights.  See generally United States v. Sweet, 42 M.J. 183 (1995); United States v. Hawkins, 24 M.J. 257 (C.M.A. 1987); UCMJ art. 59(a).  We have also considered the matters submitted by the appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and find them to be without merit.  Although not raised by the appellant, we do find erroneous the convening authority’s approval of forfeiture of all pay and allowances in the absence of confinement, even though the execution of all forfeiture of pay was suspended effective fourteen days after trial and remitted one month after action.  United States v. Warner, 25 M.J. 64 (C.M.A. 1987); United States v. Smith, 47 M.J. 630 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 1997); Rule for Courts-Martial 1107(d)(2), discussion.


The findings of guilty are affirmed.  The court affirms only so much of the approved sentence as provides for a dismissal, forfeiture of $2480.00 pay per month for five months, a fine of $2000.00, and a reprimand.  The previously approved suspension and remission of the forfeiture of pay remain in effect.
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