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---------------------------------------------------------------------

MEMORANDUM OPINION ON FURTHER REVIEW

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


In our original decision, United States v. Rickey, ARMY 9501597 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 8 Sep. 1997)(unpub.), we set aside the convening authority’s action and returned the record of trial to The Judge Advocate General for a new recommendation and action by the same or different convening authority.  On 14 January 1998, the Commander, 101st Airborne Division (Air Assault) and Fort Campbell, took action in this case after receiving a recommendation pursuant to Rule for Courts-Martial 1106 [hereinafter R.C.M.], and approved a sentence to a dismissal, confinement for twenty-four months, and forfeiture of $2,000.00 pay per month for thirty-six months.  That action having been completed, the record has now been returned to this court for further review in accordance with Article 66, Uniform Code of Military Justice. 


Appellant has renewed his contention that the approved sentence which includes a forfeiture of $2000.00 pay per month for thirty-six months but confinement for twenty-four months is improper.  We agree.  See R.C.M. 1107(d)(2) discussion; United States v. Warner, 25 M.J. 64 (C.M.A. 1987).  

After considering the entire record, including those matters personally specified by the appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), we hold the findings of guilty correct in law and fact.  Accordingly, those findings of guilty are affirmed.  Only so much of the sentence as provides for dismissal, confinement for twenty-four months, and forfeiture of $2000.00 pay per month for twenty-four months is affirmed.
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