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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


A military judge found the appellant guilty, pursuant to his pleas, of assault consummated by battery, kidnapping, and adultery, in violation of Articles 128 and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 928 and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  A panel of officer and enlisted members sitting as a general court-martial sentenced him to a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for eighteen months. Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority approved only so much of the sentence as provided for a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for twelve months.  This case is before the court for automatic review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.


The appellant submitted his case to this court on its merits.  We note, however, that the staff judge advocate’s post-trial recommendation erroneously advised the convening authority that the appellant had been restrained for one day, when in fact the military judge held that the appellant was to be granted credit for one day of pretrial confinement.  The appellant did not comment on the error in his post-trial submissions.  We find no prejudice to the appellant as to clemency, see generally United States v. Wheelus, 49 M.J. 283 (1998), but will correct the omission of the grant of credit in our decretal paragraph.


We have considered the matters submitted by the appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and find them to be without merit.


The findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.  The appellant will be credited with one day of confinement against the sentence to confinement.
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