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MEMORANDUM OPINION
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STOCKEL, Judge:
A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of making a false official statement, sodomy, conduct unbecoming an officer and gentleman, and adultery, in violation of Articles 107, 125, 133, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 907, 925, 933, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].   The military judge sentenced appellant to a dismissal and confinement for seven years.  The convening authority approved only so much of the sentence as provided for a dismissal and confinement for five years.  Additionally, the convening authority purported to approve “total forfeitures.”  The case is before this court for review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.

We find no merit to appellant’s assignments of error or those matters personally raised by appellant under United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982).  We note, however, that the convening authority, on the advice of his staff judge advocate, approved a sentence that included total forfeitures, even though forfeitures were not adjudged by the military judge.  Although the convening authority may disapprove or mitigate a legal sentence, he may not increase the severity of the punishment imposed by a court-martial.  Rule for Courts-Martial 1107(d)(1).  Accordingly, the purported action by the convening authority to approve forfeiture of all pay and allowances is a nullity. 

The findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the error noted, and the entire record, the court affirms only so much of the sentence as provides for a dismissal and confinement for five years. 

Senior Judge CHAPMAN and Judge CLEVENGER concur.
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