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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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

A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted the appellant on his pleas of guilty of attempted larceny, conspiracy to commit forgery and larceny, making and uttering checks with intent to defraud, and wrongfully altering, possessing, and using a military identification card of another, in violation of Articles 80, 81, 123a, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 880, 881, 923a, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].(  The military judge sentenced the appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for nine months, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.  Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority reduced the period of confinement to five months and approved the remainder of the adjudged sentence.


Although this case was submitted without assignment of error, the appellant personally asserts five matters pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), one of which merits relief.  The appellant maintains that, based on his guilty plea by exceptions to attempted larceny by presenting only four forged checks rather than eight checks as charged, the findings should reflect his guilt of attempting to steal cash of a total value of $7,000.00, not $12,700.00 as charged.  We agree.  The error was initiated when appellant failed to plead by exceptions and substitutions as to the total value of the actual larceny.  In any event, we are well satisfied that the appellant has not been prejudiced by the error.  The appellant’s remaining matters asserted under Grostefon do not merit relief or comment.   


Accordingly, the court affirms only so much of the findings of guilty of Charge III and its Specification as finds that the appellant did attempt to steal cash of a value of $7,000.00, the property of Bank One and/or Marcia Moore and/or Vincent Jenkins, by making or presenting Check 209 in the amount of $2,000.00, Check 210 in the amount of  $1,000.00, Check 132 in the amount of $2,000.00, and Check 134 in the amount of $2,000.00, in violation of Article 80, UCMJ.  The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  On the basis of the entire record, the error noted, and United States v. Sales, 22 M.J. 305 (C.M.A. 1986), the sentence is affirmed.       







FOR THE COURT:







JOSEPH A. NEURAUTER







Clerk of Court

( The military judge dismissed a charge and specification of perjury on the government’s motion prior to pleas.
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