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MEMORANDUM OPINION
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OLMSCHEID, Judge: 


A military judge sitting as a special court-martial convicted appellant, in accordance with his pleas, of absence without leave terminated by apprehension (two specifications), absence without leave, and failing to go to his appointed place of duty (two specifications), in violation of Article 86, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. § 886 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for ten months, forfeiture of $822.00 pay per month for ten months, and reduction to Private E1.  The convening authority, pursuant to a pretrial agreement, approved only eight months of the sentence to confinement, but otherwise approved the sentence.  He also credited appellant with sixty days of confinement against the sentence to confinement.

The case was submitted to the court for review under Article 66(c), UCMJ.  We have considered the record of trial, appellant’s assignment of error, the matters personally raised by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and the government’s reply thereto.  Appellant asserts, inter alia, that he received ineffective assistance of counsel because his trial defense counsel failed to introduce four letters from family and friends during the sentencing phase of the trial.  Although we find that appellant’s claim is without merit, we will briefly discuss this assignment of error.  The remaining issues personally raised by appellant, are also without merit, but do not warrant discussion. 
FACTS
Trial defense counsel made appellant’s concern for the welfare of his children one of the central themes of appellant’s sentencing argument.  Trial defense counsel had appellant, along with appellant’s grandfather, aunt, mother, and girlfriend testify during the sentencing phase of the trial.  The five witnesses testified in detail about appellant’s upbringing and his concern for his children.  After trial, however, trial defense counsel realized he forgot to have four letters from various friends and family, reiterating these points, admitted as evidence during the sentencing phase of the trial.  Trial defense counsel included these letters in appellant’s clemency submission to the convening authority with the following explanation:

Before trial I . . . asked [Sergeant (SGT)] Milton’s mother to get letters from family and friends.  She did so and brought them to trial.  I had them marked as “Defense Exhibit A for Identification.”  However, I failed to introduce these letters during SGT Milton’s unsworn statement.  I have no excuse for this mistake.  I just screwed up.  As a result, the military judge was unable to consider these letters when formulating his sentence.  SGT Milton should not have to suffer for my mistake.  Neither should [the drafters of the letters] fail to have their words considered because of my mistake.
DISCUSSION
“To prevail on his claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, appellant must show that his counsel’s performance was deficient and that this deficiency prejudiced his case.”  United States v. Hood, 47 M.J. 95, 97 (C.A.A.F. 1997).  To establish prejudice, an appellant “must show that there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel’s unprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different.”  Id. (quoting Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 694 (1984)).  
We find that appellant has failed to establish his claim of ineffective assistance of counsel because he was not prejudiced by the omission of these letters at trial.  Appellant along with his close relatives and girlfriend fully conveyed the circumstances of appellant’s upbringing and appellant’s concern for his children to the military judge.  The letters in question merely restated these points.  They would not have provided any new information to the military judge.  Furthermore, the omission of these letters did not prejudice appellant’s chances of obtaining clemency from the convening authority.  Trial defense counsel fully acknowledged his responsibility for their omission to the convening authority and included them in appellant’s clemency submission.  
The findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.


Senior Judge JOHNSON and Judge GALLUP concur.
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