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United States v. Dominguez-Garcia, No. ACM S32694 (f rev)

This is an unpublished opinion and, as such, does not serve as
precedent under AFCCA Rule of Practice and Procedure 30.4.

PER CURIAM:

Appellant’s case is before us a second time. In an earlier opinion, this court
affirmed the findings but set aside the sentence, remanded the case to The
Judge Advocate General, and authorized a rehearing. United States v.
Dominguez-Garcia, No. ACM S32694, 2022 CCA LEXIS 582 (A.F. Ct. Crim.
App. 11 Oct. 2022) (unpub. op.). On 17 November 2022, The Judge Advocate
General returned the case to the convening authority for further processing
consistent with our opinion. On 29 August 2023, the convening authority de-
termined a rehearing on sentence was impracticable, and approved a sentence
of no punishment.

After remand, Appellant raises one issue: “whether the misapplication of
18 U.S.C. § 922 to Appellant unconstitutionally deprived her of her right to
bear arms based on her nonviolent conviction at a special court-martial.” We
have carefully considered this issue, and determine no discussion or relief is
warranted. United States v. Guinn, 81 M.J. 195, 204 (C.A.A.F. 2021) (citing
United States v. Matias, 25 M.J. 356, 361 (C.M.A. 1987)); see United States v.
Vanzant, ___ M.J.___, No. ACM 22004, 2024 CCA LEXIS 215, at * 28 (A.F. Ct.
Crim. App. 28 May 2024) (“The firearms prohibition remains a collateral con-
sequence of the conviction, rather than an element of the findings or sentence,
and is therefore beyond our authority to review.”).

The court previously affirmed the findings. The sentence as entered on
14 September 2023 is correct in law, and no error materially prejudicial to the
substantial rights of Appellant occurred. Articles 59(a) and 66(d), Uniform
Code of Military Justice, 10 U.S.C. §§ 859(a), 866(d). Accordingly, the sentence
is AFFIRMED.
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