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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


A military judge, sitting as a general court-martial, convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of failure to go to his appointed place of duty, willfully disobeying a superior commissioned officer (three specifications), disrespect to a noncommissioned officer, willfully disobeying a lawful order, provoking speech, assault, communicating a threat, unlawful entry, and reckless endangerment, in violation of Articles 86, 90, 91, 92, 117, 128, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. § 886, 890, 891, 892, 917, 928, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence of a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for two years, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1, but, in accordance with the pretrial agreement, suspended all confinement in excess of fifteen months for fifteen months.  The convening authority credited appellant with 147 days of confinement credit against the sentence to confinement.

The case is before this court for review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  We have considered the record of trial, appellant’s assignment of error, and the government’s response thereto.  Appellant asserts that under United States v. Tardif, 57 M.J. 219, 225 (C.A.A.F. 2002), United States v. Collazo, 53 M.J. 721, 727 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 2000), and Article 66(c), UCMJ, he is entitled to relief for the unreasonable delay in the post-trial processing of his case.  We agree.

Appellant’s trial was completed on 1 July 2003; the military judge authenticated the 134-page record on 28 October 2003; and final action was taken 14 May 2004.  Considering the totality of the circumstances, and the record as a whole, we find that the government has failed to act with due diligence in the post-trial processing of appellant’s case.  See Collazo, 53 M.J. at 727.  Accordingly, we will grant appellant relief in our decretal paragraph.  

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 twelve months, forfeiture of all pay and allowances for twelve months, and reduction to Private E1.  All rights, privileges, and property of which appellant has been deprived by virtue of that portion of his sentence set aside by this decision are ordered restored as mandated by Article 75(a), UCMJ.
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