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MEMORANDUM OPINION
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MAHER, Judge:
A military judge at a general court-martial convicted appellant, in accordance with his pleas, of larceny of currency of a total value greater than $500.00 and forgery of twelve checks of a total value of $1,869.64 in violation of Articles 121 and 123, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 921 and 923 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The military judge sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for eight months, total forfeiture of pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.  The convening authority approved only so much of the sentence as provided for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for five months, and reduction to the grade of Private E1.  

The case is before us for review under Article 66, UCMJ.  Pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), appellant asserts that the finding of guilty to the Specification of Charge I is incorrect insomuch as it states that he stole currency of an amount greater than $500.00 because appellant claims that he “never stole $500.00 at any specific instance.”  Appellate government counsel agree that “[i]n the instant case, it appears that the Specification of Charge I improperly aggregated several checks of a value less than $500 to reflect a total value of greater than $500.”  We agree with appellant and the government that the value alleged in the Specification of Charge I improperly aggregates the amount of currency stolen by appellant and we will rectify the error below.  
Appellant pled guilty to stealing more than $500.00 from another soldier.  The military judge, however, failed to elicit a sufficient factual predicate to support appellant’s plea.  During the providence inquiry, appellant told the military judge that he had an old sports car which he described as a “very costly money hole.”  He said that the repairs required to keep his old car on the road drained his financial resources.  Appellant admitted that around the dates alleged in the Specification of Charge I, which were “times of financial crisis,” he took checks from his roommate to “recompensate [sic] [himself] for other bills.”  He said that he did not take the checks all at one time, rather he took them as he needed them.  Appellant admitted to using his roommate’s checks on several occasions to get cash but there was not an occasion when appellant received more than $500.00 by writing one check or by writing several checks at about the same time.  
For appellant to be convicted of larceny of currency of a value of more than $500.00, the record must show that he either wrote a check and received more than $500.00 or that appellant wrote several checks at substantially the same time, the aggregate value of which was more than $500.00.  See United States v. Harding, 61 M.J. 526, 530 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 2005); United States v. Christensen, 45 M.J. 617, 619 (Army Ct. Crim. App. 1997).  The record does not support either circumstance.  
We affirm only so much of the finding of guilty of the Specification of Charge I as provides that “appellant, did at or near Fort Stewart, Georgia, on divers occasions, between on or about 22 July 2003 and on or about 16 June 2004, steal currency, of some value, the property of [Specialist JG].”  The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the error noted, the entire record, and applying the principles in United States v. Sales, 22 M.J. 305 (C.M.A. 1986), the sentence is affirmed.
Senior Judge BARTO and Judge HOLDEN concur.
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