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MEMORANDUM OPINION ON FURTHER REVIEW

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

Per Curiam:


A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of wrongfully selling military property, larceny of military property, and false swearing, in violation of Articles 108, 121, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 908, 921, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The convening authority approved so much of the adjudged sentence as provided for a dishonorable discharge, confinement for forty-eight months, forfeiture of all pay, and reduction to Private E1.


On 27 March 1998, 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.  United States v. Shelton, ARMY 9600456 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 27 Mar. 1998)(unpub.).  On 13 August 1998, a new action was completed and the record was returned to this court for further review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.


Appellant raises for the first time on appeal three multiplicity issues surrounding the larceny offenses, all of which we decide adversely to appellant.  See United States v. Britton, 47 M.J. 195 (1997); United States v. Lloyd, 46 M.J. 19 (1997).


We have considered the numerous issues appellant raises, both in his initial pleadings and in his supplemental petition following the new action, pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and find them to be without merit.  We hold the findings of guilty and the sentence as approved by the convening authority to be correct in law and fact and that the sentence is appropriate.  UCMJ art. 66(c).  Accordingly, the findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.
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