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reduction in rank, forfeiture of $850 pay per month for one month, and confinement for 30 days.    
Your evaluation for the period of 16 July 2002 through 11 November 2002, included a reference 
to a summary court martial and to the fact that you were being administratively separated with an 
other than honorable discharge due to drug abuse and a commission of a serious offense.  On 5 
November 2002, Commander, Carrier Group authorized your discharge.  On 11 November 
2002, you were discharged from the Navy on the basis of misconduct, and received an other than 
honorable characterization of service and a reentry (RE) code of RE-4. 
 
In your application to the Board, you request an upgrade to your other than honorable 
characterization of service.  You believe that your record is erroneous or unjust because you 
were hospitalized before you were discharged for misconduct.  You state that you had a mental 
breakdown due to the bombing of the Twin Towers in New York, and were in a “state of 
incompetency.”   
 
As part of the review process, a Physician Advisor reviewed your request and issued an Advisory 
Opinion dated 11 July 2021.  The Advisory Opinion considered your allegation that you suffered 
from a mental health condition during your military service which might have mitigated your 
misconduct that led to an other than honorable characterization of service.  The Advisory 
Opinion noted that your in-service records did not contain evidence of a diagnosis of a mental 
health condition or psychological/behavioral changes.  Furthermore, the Advisory Opinion 
considered your claim of psychological duress/mental breakdown due to the bombing of the 
Twin Towers in New York but noted that you began your enlistment on 13 September 2001, and 
successfully completed your initial training in the months following the 9/11 attacks.  The 
Advisory Opinion concluded that based on the available evidence, the preponderance of 
objective evidence failed to establish that you suffered from a mental health condition at the time 
of your military service or that your misconduct was mitigated by a mental health condition.    
The Advisory Opinion was provided to you, and you were given 30 days in which to submit a 
response.  When you did not provide a response within the 30-day timeframe, your case was 
submitted to the Board for consideration.   
 
The Board carefully considered all potentially mitigating factors to determine whether the 
interests of justice warrant relief in your case in accordance with the Wilkie Memo.  These 
included, but were not limited to your contention that you suffered from a mental breakdown due 
to the attacks of 9/11.  The Board reviewed your application and your available service record, 
noting the timing of your active duty service, your initial favorable evaluation comments, and 
your misconduct as documented in your summary court martial conviction.  Even in 
consideration of your assertions, the Board substantively concurred with the Advisory Opinion 
and determined that you did not provide sufficient evidence to establish that you suffered from a 
mental health condition during your naval service that mitigated your misconduct.  The Board 
concluded that the nature of your misconduct (specifically disrespect, wrongful possession of a 
controlled substance and disorderly conduct) supported your receipt of an other than honorable 
characterization of service.  The Board determined that your current discharge was issued 
without error or injustice, and that an upgrade is not warranted.    
 






