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MEMORANDUM OPINION ON FURTHER REVIEW

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


A military judge sitting as a special court-martial empowered to adjudge a bad-conduct discharge convicted appellant, pursuant to her pleas, of larceny, forgery, stealing mail, and wrongful use of an unauthorized military identification card in violation of Articles 121, 123, and 134, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 921, 923, and 934 [hereinafter UCMJ].  The convening authority approved the adjudged sentence of a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for seventy-five days, forfeiture of $500.00 pay per month for three months, and reduction to Private E1.  

By a memorandum opinion dated 25 July 2000, we returned this case for a new post-trial recommendation and action because the Deputy Staff Judge Advocate unfavorably altered appellant’s Rule for Courts-Martial 1105 submission without her knowledge.  A new convening authority has reviewed appellant’s case and approved appellant’s post-trial request for discharge pursuant to Army Reg. 635-200, Personnel Separations:  Enlisted Personnel, ch. 10 (1 Nov. 2000).  The convening authority also approved the adjudged sentence, less the bad-conduct discharge.

This case is now before the court for further review under Article 66, UCMJ.  On consideration of the entire record, we hold the findings of guilty and the sentence as approved by the convening authority are correct in law and fact.  Accordingly, the findings of guilty and the sentence are affirmed.  
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