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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


Pursuant to her pleas, appellant was convicted of larceny and forgery in violation of Articles 121 and 123, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 921 and 923 (1980).  She was sentenced to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for five months, forfeiture of $600.00 pay per month for five months, and reduction to Private E1.  


The convening authority is hereby instructed to withdraw the origional action and substitute a corrected action in accordance with Rule for Courts-Martial 1107(g).  The current action is ambiguous as a matter of law because the convening authority did not make an explicit statement approving or disapproving appellant’s adjudged bad-conduct discharge.  See United States v. Scott, ___ M.J. ___, No. 98-0101)(Mar. 19, 1998)(order)(Crawford, J., dissenting).  


The action of the convening authority, dated 21 November 1997 is hereby directed to be withdrawn.(  The record of trial is returned to The Judge Advocate General for a new action by the same convening authority.







FOR THE COURT:







JOSEPH A. NEURAUTER







Clerk of Court

( While we agree with government counsel that a clarification of the convening author�ity’s action merely serves to restate the obvious, Scott apparently requires a new action.
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