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Before ANNEXSTAD, MASON, and KEARLEY, Appellate Military
Judges.

This is an unpublished opinion and, as such, does not serve as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

PER CURIAM:

A military judge sitting as a special court-martial convicted Appellant, in
accordance with her pleas and pursuant to a plea agreement, of one specifica-
tion of conspiracy to wrongfully distribute a controlled substance on divers
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occasions in violation of Article 81, Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ),
10 U.S.C. § 881; and one specification of wrongful possession on divers occa-
sions of a controlled substance with the intent to distribute said controlled sub-
stance, in violation of Article 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. § 912a.12 The military
judge sentenced Appellant to a bad-conduct discharge, confinement for 120
days, reduction to the grade of E-1, and a reprimand. On 10 July 2023, the
convening authority took no action on the findings or sentence. On the same
day, the convening authority denied Appellant’s request to defer the portion of
the sentence reducing her to the grade of E-1, denied Appellant’s request to
waive automatic forfeitures for a period of four months, and denied Appellant’s
request to suspend the automatic forfeitures and reduction in rank for four
months.

Appellant raises one issue on appeal which we reworded: whether the mis-
application of 18 U.S.C. § 922 to Appellant unconstitutionally deprived her of
her right to bear arms based on her conviction of a nonviolent offense at a spe-
cial court-martial.

After carefully considering this issue and for the reasons explained in
United States v. Vanzant, __ M.J. __, No. ACM 22004, 2024 CCA LEXIS 215,
at *24 (A.F. Ct. Crim. App. 28 May 2024), and United States v. Lepore, 81 M.d.
759, 763 (A.F. Ct. Crim. App. 2021) (en banc), we find Appellant is not entitled
to relief.

The findings and sentence as entered are correct in law and fact, and no
error materially prejudicial to Appellant’s substantial rights occurred. Articles
59(a) and 66(d), UCMJ, 10 U.S.C. §§ 859(a), 866(d).?

L All references to the UCMJ are to the Manual for Courts-Martial, United States (2019
ed.).

2 Pursuant to the plea agreement, the convening authority withdrew and dismissed
with prejudice one specification of making a false statement and one specification of
wrongfully using marijuana in violation of Articles 107 and 112a, UCMJ, 10 U.S.C.
§§ 907, 912a.

3 During our review, we note that the entry of judgment contains a typographical error
on page 3, in the paragraph concerning suspensions. In the paragraph it states: “for-
feitures for a period for months.” It should state: “forfeitures for a period of four
months.” Appellant has not raised any issue with the entry of judgment, nor claimed
any prejudice. We find no material prejudice to a substantial right of Appellant.
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Accordingly, the findings and sentence are AFFIRMED.
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