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charge of stealing a pistol was later disapproved by the convening authority.  Your sentence 
included a bad conduct discharge.  On 4 October 1974, you were evaluated by a military 
psychologist, who reported that you did not present any psychiatric complaints, noted that you 
exhibited traits of an immature personality disorder, and determined that you were fully 
medically qualified to return to duty.  On 31 December 1975, you were discharged.   
 
In 1979, you filed an application with the Naval Discharge Review Board (NDRB), in which you 
contended that your discharge was cruel and unjust.  The NDRB did not find any error in your 
discharge and denied your application on 18 October 1979.  In 1985, you filed another 
application with the NDRB, in which you contended that your discharge was improper because 
the charges at his court-martial were downgraded and your remaining charges may have been 
subject to bias.  The NDRB denied your application on 14 November 1985.  In 2015, you filed a 
petition with this Board in which you contended the Camp Lejeune water supply impaired your 
cognitive functioning.  On 20 May 2016, this Board denied your petition.  On 7 September 2017, 
you filed a petition for reconsideration with this Board, which was denied due to its failure to 
provide new and material evidence.  In 2018, you filed another petition for reconsideration with 
this Board in which you provided new evidence not previously considered by this Board.  On 24 
September 2019, this Board determined that the documentation that you provided, even though 
not previously considered by the Board, was insufficient to establish the existence of probable 
material error or injustice. 
 
The Board carefully considered all potentially mitigating factors in your petition to determine 
whether the interests of justice warrant relief in your case including in accordance with the 
Wilkie Memo.  You contend in your petition that this Board has had the opportunity to correct 
inequities over the course of several years of case development and it failed to recognize the 
acute toxic exposure symptomology in your medical records.  You provided a personal statement 
as well as enclosures to your petition, setting forth and describing your position that the Camp 
Lejeune water contamination caused in you a neurological condition, which mitigates the 
misconduct that resulted in your discharge. 
 
In connection with your assertion that you suffered from PTSD, the Board requested, and 
reviewed, the AO.  In preparing the AO, the mental health provider reviewed your service record 
as well as your petition and the matters that you submitted.  According to the AO:  
 

In service, the Petitioner was evaluated by a military psychologist prior to 
confinement.  Unfortunately, this evaluation was his best opportunity to disclose 
any mental health symptoms he may have been experiencing, such as 
sleeplessness or trouble concentrating, which may have contributed to his 
behavior. There is insufficient post-service information to consider whether he 
may have incurred PTSD or another unfitting mental health condition.  As 
currently reported, it is difficult to consider that the altercation in which the 
Petitioner gained control of a weapon and made threats to the opponent meets the 
criteria for a traumatic precipitant to PTSD.  Additional information, such as post-
service records describing his mental health diagnosis, symptoms, and their 
specific link to his misconduct, are required to render an alternate opinion.  






