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MEMORANDUM OPINION

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

A military judge sitting as a special court-martial convicted appellant, pursuant to his pleas, of making a false official statement and wrongful use of cocaine (two specifications) in violation of Articles 107 and 112a, Uniform Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. § 912a [hereinafter UCMJ].  Contrary to appellant’s plea, a panel composed of officers and enlisted members convicted him of wrongful distribution of cocaine on divers occasions in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ.  The panel sentenced appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for twelve months, forfeiture of two-thirds pay and allowances per month for twelve months, and reduction to Private E1.  Pursuant to a pretrial agreement, the convening authority approved only so much of the adjudged sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for six months, forfeiture of two-thirds pay and allowances per month for twelve months, and reduction to Private E1.  This case is before the court for mandatory review pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ.  


Rule for Courts-Martial 201(f)(2)(B) provides that special courts-martial may not adjudge forfeiture of pay “exceeding two-thirds pay per month or any forfeiture of pay for more than one year.”  Forfeiture of allowances is not an authorized punishment at special courts-marital.  Rule for Courts-Martial 1003(a)(2) provides that “a sentence to forfeiture shall state the exact amount in whole dollars to be forfeited each month and the number of months the forfeitures will last.”  Notwithstanding the military judge’s instruction to this effect, the members followed an erroneous sentencing worksheet and sentenced appellant to forfeiture of two-thirds pay and allowances per month for twelve months.  When reviewing the record of trial, the military judge, staff judge advocate, and trial defense counsel failed to note either the erroneous forfeiture of allowances or that the sentence to forfeitures was not expressed in a whole dollar amount.  The convening authority approved forfeiture of two-thirds pay and allowances per month for twelve months in his initial action.  We will correct the sentence below.


The matters raised personally by appellant pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982), are without merit.  

The findings of guilty are affirmed.  We affirm only so much of the sentence as provides for a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for six months, forfeiture of
$ 795.00 pay per month for twelve months, and reduction to Private E1.
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