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MEMORANDUM OPINION
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Maher, Judge:

A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted appellant, in accordance with his pleas, of failure to go to his appointed place of duty on divers occasions, absence without leave (three specifications), willfully disobeying a noncommissioned officer, and breaking restriction (two specifications) in violation of Articles 86, 91, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 886, 891, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  Contrary to appellant’s pleas, the military judge convicted him of making checks without sufficient funds in violation of Article 123a, UCMJ.  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 165 days, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1, and he directed that appellant receive 111 days of confinement credit against the sentence to confinement.  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence and credited appellant with the confinement credit.  This case is before us for review under Article 66, UCMJ.  
Appellant asserts and the government concedes that appellant is entitled to additional sentence credit because he was punished pursuant to Article 15, UCMJ, prior to his court-martial.  During the presentencing phase of appellant’s court-martial, the government introduced, without objection, a record of nonjudicial punishment appellant received for committing substantially the same misconduct alleged in the Specification of Charge II (willful disobedience of a noncommissioned officer).  The punishment included forfeiture of $243.00 pay, restriction for fourteen days, and extra duty for fourteen days.  The military judge failed to grant credit for this punishment.  
Relying on the Table of Equivalent Nonjudicial Punishments,( both parties agree that appellant is entitled to twenty-four days of confinement credit.  Granting twenty-four days of confinement credit ensures that appellant receives “complete credit for any and all nonjudicial punishment suffered:  day-for-day, dollar-for-dollar, stripe-for-stripe.”  United States v. Pierce, 27 M.J 367, 369 (C.M.A. 1989).  We will do so below.  The remaining assignments of error are without merit.  
The findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.  Appellant will receive an additional twenty-four days of confinement credit against the sentence to confine-ment.  All rights, privileges, and property, including pay and allowances forfeited pursuant to Article 58b, UCMJ, of which appellant has been deprived by virtue of that portion of his sentence against which we award additional credit, are ordered restored.  See UCMJ arts. 75(a) and 58b(c).

Senior Judge JOHNSON and Judge HOLDEN concur.
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MALCOLM H. SQUIRES, JR.







Clerk of Court
( Dep’t of Army, Pam. 27-9, Legal Services:  Military Judges’ Benchbook, para. 2-7-21 (15 September 2002).
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