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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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

     Pursuant to his pleas, appellant was convicted by a military judge sitting as a special court-martial of conspiracy to commit arson, making a false official statement, willfully damaging military property, aggravated arson, and false swearing in violation of Articles 81, 107, 108, 126, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 881, 907, 908, 926, and 934 (1988)[hereinafter UCMJ].  The appellant was sentenced to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 135 days, forfeiture of $653.00 pay per month for six months, and reduction to Private E1.  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence, with the exception of the confinement, which, in accordance with the pretrial agreement, he reduced to three months.

     We have carefully considered appellant’s three assignments of error which relate either to multiplicity or unreasonable multiplication of charges, and find them to be without merit.(  We note, however, that the appellant was sentenced to forfeit $653.00 pay per month for six months.  A special court-martial may not impose forfeiture of pay that exceeds two-thirds pay per month.  UCMJ art. 19.  If a sentence includes a reduction in grade, the maximum forfeiture is based on the grade to which reduced.  Rule for Courts-Martial 1003(b)(2), Manual for Courts-Martial, United States, (1995 edition).  As the appellant’s base pay was $874.80 (after his reduction to Private E1), the forfeitures exceed the jurisdictional maximum. 

The findings of guilty are affirmed.  Only so much of the sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for three months, forfeiture of $583.00 pay per month for six months, and reduction to Private E1 is affirmed.
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Clerk of Court

( The analyses of these issues presented by government appellate counsel in their brief, and the cases cited therein, are with only minor exceptions, persuasive.
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