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MEMORANDUM OPINION

-----------------------------------------
JOHNSON, Judge:


A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of absence without leave (two specifications), possession of methylenedioxymethamphetamine (MDMA) with the intent to distribute, wrongful use of MDMA, wrongful use of psilocybin mushrooms, and wrongful use of marijuana, in violation of Articles 86 and 112a, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. 886 and 912a [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for thirty months.  Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority approved only so much of the sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for fourteen months.  The convening authority credited appellant with 256 days of confinement credit against the approved sentence to confinement.  
This case is before the court for automatic review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  We have considered the record of trial, appellant’s assignment of error, the matters personally raised by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), and the government’s response thereto.  Appellant asserts that he was prejudiced by the excessive post-trial processing of his case.  Appellant’s trial was completed on 14 March 2002; the military judge authenticated the 153-page record on 1 November 2002; and the convening authority took action on 8 December 2002.  The government concedes that the post-trial processing was excessive and further agrees with appellant that we should disapprove two months of the approved sentence to confinement.  In light of the government’s concession, we agree that the requested relief is warranted.  See United States v. Collazo, 53 M.J. 721 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 2000).
The findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence based upon the error noted and the entire record, the court affirms only so much of the sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge and confinement for twelve months. All rights, privileges, and property of which appellant has been deprived by virtue of that portion of his sentence set aside are ordered restored as mandated by Article 75(a), UCMJ.


Senior Judge MERCK and Judge MOORE concur. 
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