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

MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


Contrary to his pleas, appellant was convicted by a panel of officers and enlisted members of assault consummated by a battery, indecent liberties with a child (two specifications), and communicating a threat, in violation of Articles 128 and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 928 and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The members sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for five years, total forfeitures, reduction to Private E1, and a reprimand.  The convening authority approved the sentence but failed to administer any reprimand in the action.


Appellant now contends that his trial defense counsel provided inadequate representation because he failed to prevent the inclusion of certain documents among the allied papers associated with this court-martial.  The complained of documents include a proposed pretrial agreement that was rejected by the convening authority.  He also contends that the evidence is insufficient to sustain the findings of guilt.  We have thoroughly reviewed the record of trial as is our mandate pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  We find that counsel’s performance, both at trial and post-trial, was not deficient in any manner.  See Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668 (1984).  We are also convinced of appellant’s guilt beyond any reasonable doubt.  United States v. Turner, 25 M.J. 324 (C.M.A. 1987); Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979); United States v. Young, ___ M.J. ___, slip op. at 12 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 21 Apr. 1999); United States v. Estrella, 35 M.J. 836, 839 (A.C.M.R. 1992).


The issues raised personally by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), are without merit.


The findings of guilty are affirmed.  After considering the entire record, the court affirms only so much of the sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for five years, reduction to Private E1 and total forfeitures. 
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