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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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


A military judge sitting as a general court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of making more than $7,000.00 of worthless checks with intent to defraud (nine specifications) in violation of Article 123a, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. § 923a [hereinafter UCMJ].  The approved sentence consists of a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for six months, forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and reduction to Private E1.  Appellant submitted his case upon its merits to the court for automatic review under Article 66, UCMJ.


The military judge purported to dismiss the allegations relating to three checks prior to entry of pleas (check number 286 in Specification 4, check number 572 in Specification 7, and check number 366 in Specification 9).  However, during the announcement of findings the military judge found appellant not guilty, by exceptions and substitutions, of two of these same three checks (check number 286 in Specification 4 and check number 572 in Specification 7).  Our review satisfies us that the military judge also intended to find appellant not guilty of check number 366 in Specification 9 but mistakenly failed to do so.  Accordingly, to avoid any possible prejudice to appellant, we do not affirm that portion of Specification 9 that finds appellant guilty of wrongfully making check number 366, dated 6 October 1997, in the amount of $181.60.  The remaining findings of guilty are affirmed.  Reassessing the sentence on the basis of the noted error, the entire record of trial, and United States v. Sales, 22 M.J. 305 (C.M.A. 1986), the sentence is affirmed.
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