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

MEMORANDUM OPINION ON FURTHER REVIEW
-------------------------------------------------------------------
Per Curiam:
A general court-martial composed of officer and enlisted members convicted appellant, contrary to his pleas, of violating a lawful general regulation by storing a loaded firearm in his family quarters, making a false official statement, assaulting his spouse with an unloaded firearm, and communicating a threat to his spouse in violation of Articles 92, 107, 128, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 892, 907, 928, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  Appellant was acquitted of committing three other assaults upon his spouse and of the greater offense of assaulting her with a dangerous weapon, a loaded firearm, as originally alleged.  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for six months, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.  

The decision of this court dated 20 July 2005 set aside the findings of guilty as to the offenses of assault with an unloaded firearm (Specification 1 of Charge III and Charge III) and communicating a threat (the Specification of Charge IV and Charge IV) but affirmed the remaining findings.  We set aside the sentence and authorized a rehearing on Specification 1 of Charge III and Charge III, the Specification of Charge IV and Charge IV, and the sentence.  We also authorized the convening authority to dismiss the affected charges and specifications if a rehearing on those offenses was impracticable and order a rehearing on the sentence.  The convening authority dismissed Specification 1 of Charge III and Charge III and the Specification of Charge IV and Charge IV.  The convening authority declined to order a rehearing on the sentence and approved a sentence of no punishment.

The case is again before us for review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  Insofar as our decision of 20 July 2005 affirmed the findings of guilty of violating a lawful general regulation by storing a loaded firearm in family quarters and making a false official statement, the decision remains in effect.  On the basis of the entire record, the sentence is affirmed.  
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