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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS
1901 SOUTH BELL STREET 2ND FLOOR
ARLINGTON, VA  22202-4508
ABCMR Record of Proceedings (cont)                                     AR2004102112                         


RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS


IN THE CASE OF:  mergerec 

 mergerec 

BOARD DATE:           21 October 2004                   


DOCKET NUMBER:   AR2004102112mergerec 

I certify that hereinafter is recorded the true and complete record of the proceedings of the Army Board for Correction of Military Records in the case of the above-named individual.  

	
	Mr. Carl W. S. Chun
	
	Director

	
	Mr. Joseph A. Adriance 
	
	Analyst


The following members, a quorum, were present:

	
	Mr. James E. Anderholm 
	
	Chairperson

	
	Ms. Deborah Jacobs
	
	Member

	
	Mr. Ronald J. Weaver 
	
	Member



The Board considered the following evidence: 


Exhibit A - Application for correction of military records.


Exhibit B - Military Personnel Records (including advisory opinion, if any).

THE APPLICANT'S REQUEST, STATEMENT, AND EVIDENCE:  

1.  The applicant requests, in effect, that Item 16 (Days Accrued Leave Paid) of his separation document (DD Form 214) be corrected to reflect 31.5 days.  

2.  The applicant states, in effect, the item of his DD Form 214 should be corrected because his leave and earnings statement (LES) reflects this leave information.   

3.  The applicant provides a copy of his DD Form 214 and a copy of an extract of an LES online inquiry document in support of his application.  

CONSIDERATION OF EVIDENCE: 

1.  The applicant’s record shows he served on active duty in the Regular Army from 2 February 1999 through 1 April 2002.  The DD Form 214 he was issued confirms he was separated under the provisions of chapter 4, Army Regulation 635-200, by reason of completion of required service after completing a total of 

3 years and 2 months of active military service.  

2.  Item 16 of the DD Form 214 he was issued on the date of his separation, 

1 April 2002, contains the entry “None”.  

3.  The applicant provides a copy of an LES that indicates a pay date of 

2 February 1999, that shows he had been paid for 31.5 days of leave as of that date.  

4.  The Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Cleveland Center, has a document titled “Understanding Your LES” posted on its home page.  This document confirms that the Field 31 (LV-PD) portion of the LES reflects the number of days of leave paid to date.  

5.  Army Regulation 635-5 (Separation Documents) prescribes the separation documents that must be prepared for soldiers on retirement, discharge, release from active duty service, or control of the Active Army.  It also establishes standardized policy for preparing and distributing the DD Form 214.  Chapter 2 contains item-by-item instructions for the DD Form 214.  It states, in pertinent part, that the number of days of accrued leave being paid to the soldier or the word "NONE" will be entered as provided by the local finance office.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS:

1.  The applicant’s claim that Item 16 of his DD Form 214 should be corrected to show 31.5 days of leave paid was carefully considered.  However, insufficient evidence was found to support this claim.  

2.  The evidence provided by the applicant only shows that he had been paid for 31.5 days of leave as of the date of the LES he provided, which appears to be 

2 February 1999.  There is no indication that the applicant had or was paid for any accrued leave during his processing for his 1 April 2002 separation.  Further, there is no evidence that the applicant suffered any injustice based on the existing entry in Item 16 of his DD Form 214.  As a result, there is an insufficient evidentiary basis to support granting the requested relief.  

3.  In order to justify correction of a military record the applicant must show to the satisfaction of the Board, or it must otherwise satisfactorily appear, that the record is in error or unjust.  The applicant has failed to submit evidence that would satisfy this requirement.

BOARD VOTE:
________  ________  ________  GRANT FULL RELIEF 

________  ________  ________  GRANT PARTIAL RELIEF 

________  ________  ________  GRANT FORMAL HEARING

__JEA __  __DJ____  __RJW___  DENY APPLICATION

BOARD DETERMINATION/RECOMMENDATION:

The evidence presented does not demonstrate the existence of a probable error or injustice.  Therefore, the Board determined that the overall merits of this case are insufficient as a basis for correction of the records of the individual concerned.



______________________


        CHAIRPERSON

INDEX

	CASE ID
	AR2004102112

	SUFFIX
	

	RECON
	

	DATE BOARDED
	2004/10/

	TYPE OF DISCHARGE
	HD

	DATE OF DISCHARGE
	2002/04/01

	DISCHARGE AUTHORITY
	AR 635-200 

	DISCHARGE REASON
	ETS

	BOARD DECISION
	DENY

	REVIEW AUTHORITY
	

	ISSUES         1.
	128.0000

	2.
	

	3.
	

	4.
	

	5.
	

	6.
	








4

