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order.  On 7 March 2003, you were found guilty at summary court martial for a period of 
unauthorized absence (UA) from 14 January to 7 March 2003, and two specifications of missing 
ship’s movement.  On 25 March 2003, you were notified of administrative separation 
proceedings against you on the basis of drug abuse and commission of a serious offense; you 
subsequently waived your right to appear before an administrative separation board. 
Commanding Officer, USS  recommended that you be discharged 
on the basis of misconduct.  On 2 April 2003, you were discharged on the basis of Misconduct 
Due to Drug Abuse, and received an other than honorable discharge and a reentry (RE) code of 
RE-4. 
 
In your application for correction, you request an upgrade to your other than honorable 
discharge.  You state that before your separation you were going through an illness in your 
family, your mother had breast cancer and you were in despair.  You state that you told your 
superiors of this and were issued a general discharge.  You assert that you told your command 
that you wanted to stay at the last minute, and your discharge characterization was changed to an 
other than honorable characterization of service.  You contend that you were a good Sailor 
during your time and were given an early promotion and a NAM during your service.  You 
simply had a family tragedy and made a mistake.  You request an upgrade to help you with your 
future. 
 
As part of the review process, a Licensed Clinical Psychologist reviewed your request and issued 
an Advisory Opinion dated 9 August 2021.  The Advisory Opinion considered your claim that 
you were in despair because your mother had breast cancer and that your superiors changed the 
recommendation for a general discharge to an other than honorable characterization of service 
after you informed them that you wished to stay in the Navy.  The Advisory Opinion noted that 
you did not provide clarifying information about how you met the criteria for a mental health 
condition.  The Advisory Opinion determined that the preponderance of available evidence failed 
to establish that you suffered from a mental health condition at the time of your military service 
or that your in-service misconduct could be 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 statement that you were suffering from distress due to 
illness within your family and your contention that your command originally recommended a 
general discharge but then changed the characterization of service to other than honorable.  With 
regard to your claim of a mitigating mental health condition, the Board reviewed the analysis and 
determinations of the Advisory Opinion and substantively concurred with its conclusion that the 
available evidence does not support a finding that you suffered a mental health condition at the 
time of your military service that mitigated your misconduct.  The Board reviewed your claim of 
originally being recommended for a general characterization of service, but noted that on 29 
March 2003, you were notified of the possibility of an other than honorable characterization.  
After the notice and awareness of the possibility of a characterization of service less favorable 






