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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


A military judge convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of conspiracy to violate a lawful general regulation (black-marketing), assault on a superior non-commissioned officer, disrespect toward a superior noncommissioned officer, and violation of a lawful general regulation (black-marketing) (12 specifications), in violation of Articles 81, 91 and 92, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 881, 891 and 892 [hereinafter UCMJ].  A general court-martial composed of officer and enlisted members convicted appellant, contrary to his pleas, of wrongful use of cocaine in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ.  The approved sentence is a dishonorable discharge, confinement for thirty months, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.


Appellant asserts that his sentence was unlawfully executed in violation of the ex post facto clause of the United States Constitution.  See United States v. Gorski, 47 M.J. 370 (1997).  Appellant has failed to establish the basis of his assertion.  United States v. Messner, 48 M.J. 637 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 1998).  Appellant’s sentence as adjudged and approved was lawful.  If appellant’s sentence was executed in an unlawful manner, his remedy is administrative in nature.  See Gorski, 47 M.J. at 375-76 (Cox, C.J., concurring).  Appellant may obtain relief pursuant to the administrative procedures established by the Defense Finance and Accounting Service for recoupment of forfeitures taken in reliance on the provisions of Articles 57(a)(1) and 58b, UCMJ.


The remaining assertions of error, to include those personally raised by the appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), are without merit.


The findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.
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