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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


On consideration of the entire record, including consideration of the issue personally specified by the appellant, we hold the findings of guilty and the sentence as approved by the convening authority correct in law and fact.(  Accordingly, those findings of guilty and the sentence are AFFIRMED.







FOR THE COURT:







JOSEPH A. NEURAUTER







Clerk of Court

(We note, however, that language in both the quantum portion of the pretrial agreement and the action/promulgating order is inartful and cumbersome.  Concerning the former, it had to be “interpreted” on the record to clarify the intent of the parties.  The latter, while legally correct, departs substantially from approved language set forth in the Manual for Courts-Martial.  See, e.g., Manual for Courts-Martial, 1995 edition, app. 16, para. 11 at A16-2 (first example).  Further, it would be preferable for the promulgating order to state that the waiver of forfeitures required by Article 58b, Uniform Code of Military Justice, is to be paid to appellant’s dependents, as set forth in the convening authority’s decision memorandum.  We point these matters out as reminders to counsel, legal clerks, and staff judge advocates concerning the necessity for attention to detail and accuracy in processing and disposing of their military justice workload so that unnecessary issues, and delays attendant thereto, are avoided. 








