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U.S. v. Duncan

PER CURIAM:

Appellant was tried by a general court-martial before a military judge sitting without members. Pursuant 
to his pleas entered in accordance with a pretrial agreement, he was convicted of the following offenses: 
attempted larceny, making false official statements, larceny (eight specifications), forgery, and stealing 
mail matter in violation of Articles 80, 107, 121, 123, and 134 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice 
(UCMJ), respectively. The judge sentenced appellant to six months confinement, reduction to pay-grade 
E-1, and a bad conduct discharge. The convening authority approved the sentence as adjudged, but 
suspended sixteen days of the confinement. In accordance with the pretrial agreement, he also deferred 
and waived $400.00 of automatic forfeitures under Article 58(b), UCMJ, to be paid directly to 
Appellant's spouse by involuntary allotment. 

Before this Court, without admitting the findings and sentence are correct in fact and law, Appellant has 
submitted his case on its merits as to any and all issues. Accordingly, the Court has reviewed the record 
pursuant to Article 66, UCMJ. Upon such review, the findings and sentence are determined to be correct 
in law and fact and on the basis of the entire record should be approved. Accordingly, the findings and 
sentence, as approved below and partially suspended, are affirmed.

                                                                    For the Court, 
                                        //s// 
                                                                    J. H. BAUM 
                                                                   Chief Judge
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