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ORR, MATHEWS, and THOMPSON 

Appellate Military Judges 
 
 
PER CURIAM: 

 
We examined the record of trial, the assignment of error, and the 

government’s reply thereto.  The appellant alleges that the Specification of Charge 
I, conspiracy to use cocaine, in violation of Article 81, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 881, is 
an unreasonable multiplication of charges with Specification 1 of Charge II, use of 
cocaine, in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  He further alleges 
that Specification 2 of Charge II, distribution of cocaine, is an unreasonable 
multiplication of charges with Specification 3 of Charge II, introduction of cocaine 
with intent to distribute, both in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 
912a.  Finding no merit to the issue, we affirm. 
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We review unreasonable multiplication of charges claims for an abuse of 
discretion.  United States v. Pauling, 60 M.J. 91, 95 (C.A.A.F. 2004).  We apply 
the five-factor test endorsed by our superior court in United States v. Quiroz, 55 
M.J. 334, 338 (C.A.A.F. 2001).  We hold that the military judge did not abuse her 
discretion when she concluded that the challenged charges and specifications did 
not constitute an unreasonable multiplication of charges. 

 
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, 10 U.S.C. § 866(c); United States v. Reed, 54 M.J. 37, 41 (C.A.A.F. 2000).  
Accordingly, the approved findings and sentence are  
 

AFFIRMED. 
 

OFFICIAL 
 
 
 
LOUIS T. FUSS, TSgt, USAF 
Chief Court Administrator 


