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UPON FURTHER REVIEW 

 
PER CURIAM: 
 

Contrary to his plea, the appellant was convicted of wrongful use of 
methamphetamine in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  On 22 
November 2004, the convening authority approved the adjudged sentence and 
deferred the adjudged reduction in rank until the date of the action; however, the 
terms of the deferment did not appear in his action.  As a result, we set aside the 
action of the convening authority and returned the record of trial to The Judge 
Advocate General for remand to the convening authority for a new action.  United 
States v. Riley, ACM S30749 (A.F. Ct. Crim. App. 23 Feb 2006) (unpub. op.).   



 
 On 15 May 2006, the convening authority completed a new action 
approving the findings and the sentence.  The new action also contains the terms 
of the appellant’s deferred reduction in rank.  Thereafter, the convening authority 
forwarded the record for review by this Court under Article 66(c), UCMJ, 10 
U.S.C. § 866(c).  On 11 October 2006, the appellant submitted his brief to this 
Court acknowledging that the substituted action remedied the appellant’s original 
assignment of error.  We agree. 
 
 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. Reed, 54 M.J. 37, 41 (C.A.A.F. 2000).  Accordingly, the 
approved findings and sentence are 

 
AFFIRMED. 
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