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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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

Contrary to his pleas, appellant was found guilty by a military judge sitting as a general court-martial of robbery with a firearm, assault with a loaded firearm, kidnapping, and carrying a concealed weapon in violation of Articles 122, 128, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 922, 928 and 934 (1988) [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced him to a dishonorable discharge, confinement for eight years, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.  The convening authority approved the findings and sentence.


Appellant asserts that the military judge erred by failing to amend the robbery specification to reflect that no currency was taken from the victim as charged.  Appellant also asserts that the sentence is inappropriate.

The government concedes that the “military judge did err by not excepting the words and figures ‘$5.00 U.S. currency’ from his findings of guilty.”


We agree that the military judge erred in his findings and will remedy the error in our decretal paragraph.


We have considered the matters submitted by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and appellant’s assertion that his sentence is inappropriate, and find them to be without merit.


Accordingly, the court affirms only so much of the finding of guilty of the Specification of Charge III as finds that the appellant did, at Manhattan, Kansas, on or about 23 April 1996, by means of putting him in fear with a firearm steal from the presence of Private E2 Jeremy Brookhart, against his will, a 1989 Honda Civic passenger car of a value of about $2,000.00, a wallet of a value less than $100.00, and keys of a value of less than $100.00, the property of Private E2 Jeremy Brookhart, in violation of Article 122, UCMJ.  The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the error noted, the entire record, and applying the criteria of United States v. Sales, 22 M.J. 305 (C.M.A. 1986), the sentence is affirmed.
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