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PER CURIAM:

The appellant was convicted, pursuant to his pleas, of the wrongful use of
marijuana and mushrooms containing psilocyn and the wrongful possession of
mushrooms containing psilocyn, in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 912a.
He was acquitted of the wrongful possession of 3-4 methylenedioxymethamphetamine
(ecstasy). His approved sentence was a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 75 days,
and reduction to E-1.

The appellant argues that the case should be returned to the convening authority
for a new post-trial review because the staff judge advocate’s recommendation (SJAR)
was facially deficient. He specifically noted the absence of the report of result of trial
and the personal data sheet in the record of trial, as attachments to the SJAR. The
appellee moved to file affidavits from the convening authority and his staff judge



advocate stating that the personal data sheet and the report of result of trial were attached
to the SJAR and were reviewed by the convening authority. We granted the motion and
further ordered that the appellee provide the personal data sheet and the report of result of
trial actually reviewed by the convening authority.

We have reviewed the affidavits by the convening authority and his staff judge

advocate, as well as the personal data sheet and the report of result of trial attached to the
SJAR, and hold that the provisions of Rule for Courts-Martial 1106 were satisfied.

The approved findings and sentence are correct in law and fact and no error
prejudicial to the substantial rights of the appellant occurred. Article 66(c), UCMJ;
United States v. Turner, 25 M.J. 324, 325 (C.M.A. 1987). Accordingly, the approved
findings and sentence are

AFFIRMED.
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