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PER CURIAM:

A general court-martial composed of a military judge sitting alone con-
victed Appellant, in accordance with his pleas and pursuant to a pretrial agree-
ment (PTA), of one specification of wrongful possession of cocaine with intent
to distribute; one specification of wrongful distribution of cocaine on divers oc-
casions; one specification of wrongful distribution of 3,4-methylenedioxymeth-
amphetamine (MDMA) on divers occasions; one specification of wrongful use
of cocaine on divers occasions; and one specification of wrongful use of MDMA
on divers occasions, all in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 912a.!
The military judge sentenced Appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confine-
ment for five months, and reduction to the grade of E-1. The PTA had no effect
on the sentence the convening authority could approve.

This case is before this court a fourth time. Appellant initially submitted
his case on its merits with no specific assignments of error. However, on 24
January 2020, this court remanded Appellant’s case after identifying an error
in the entry of judgment (Eod), as it did not reference Appellant’s request for
deferment or the subsequent decision by the convening authority on Appel-
lant’s deferment request. United States v. Maurer, No. ACM 39737, 2020 CCA
LEXIS 25, at *4 (A.F. Ct. Crim. App. 24 Jan. 2020) (order). After this case was
remanded and returned for further review,? this court found error in the con-
vening authority’s failure to act on the adjudged sentence, and remanded Ap-
pellant’s case a second time. United States v. Maurer, No. ACM 39737 (f rev),
2021 CCA LEXIS 252, at *7-8 (A.F. Ct. Crim. App. 21 May 2021) (unpub. op.).
In regard to the convening authority’s failure to take action on Appellant’s sen-
tence, we find that the new decision on action, dated 14 June 2021, corrects
that error.

Upon return of the record of trial to our court, Appellant raised one assign-
ment of error. Appellant asserted that the convening authority failed to comply
with a material term of the PTA. Specifically, Appellant contended that the
corrected Eod, dated 15 June 2021, did not reflect that Charge I and its Speci-
fication were dismissed with prejudice as required by the PTA. On 21 June
2022, we agreed with Appellant and remanded this case a third time. United
States v. Maurer, No. ACM 39737 (f rev), 2022 CCA LEXIS 371, at *5-6 (A.F.
Ct. Crim. App. 21 Jun. 2021) (unpub. op.). We find that the most recent Eod,
dated 12 July 2022, corrects the error in the previous entry of judgment and

1 References to the punitive articles of the UCMJ are to the Manual for Courts-Martial,
United States (2016 ed.).

2 Appellant again submitted his case before this court on its merits with no specific
assignments of error.
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complies with all terms in the PTA. On 19 July 2022, Appellant again submit-
ted his case before this court on its merits with no specific assignments of error.

The findings and sentence as entered are correct in law and fact, and no
error materially prejudicial to the substantial rights of Appellant occurred. Ar-
ticles 59(a) and 66(d), UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. §§ 859(a), 866(d), Manual for Courts-
Martial, United States (2019 ed.).

Accordingly, the findings and sentence are AFFIRMED.
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