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To:   Secretary of the Navy 
 
Subj:   REVIEW OF NAVAL RECORD OF  

XXX XX  USMC 
 
Ref:  (a) Title 10 U.S.C. § 1552 
     
Encl: (1) DD Form 149 w/attachments  
  (2) NAVMC 118(11) Administrative Remarks of 17 Apr 20 
  (3) LtCol  ltr undated 
         
1.  Pursuant to the provisions of the reference, Subject, hereinafter referred to as Petitioner, filed 
enclosure (1) with the Board for Correction of Naval Records (Board), requesting that his naval 
record be corrected by removing his 17 April 2020 Administrative Remarks (page 11) 6105 
counseling entry.  
 
2.  The Board, consisting of , , and  reviewed Petitioner's 
allegations of error and injustice on 16 November 2021 and, pursuant to its regulations, 
determined that the corrective action indicated below should be taken on the available evidence 
of record.  Documentary material considered by the Board consisted of the enclosures, relevant 
portions of Petitioner’s naval records, and applicable statutes, regulations, and policies.   
 
3.  The Board, having reviewed all the facts of record pertaining to Petitioner's allegations of 
error and injustice, found that, before applying to this Board, he exhausted all administrative 
remedies available under existing law and regulations within the Department of the Navy.  The 
Board made the following findings: 
 
     a.  On 17 April 2020, Petitioner was issued a page 11 entry counseling him for an 
unprofessional relationship that led to behavior not in line with Marine Corps values and that 
detracted from his ability to perform his duties.  See enclosure (2). 
 
     b.  Petitioner contends that there was a lack of substantiating evidence and the administrative 
action was unfair and presented without a proper investigation.  Petitioner also contends that all 
findings were withdrawn and dismissed at a higher level.  As evidence, Petitioner furnished a 
Charge Sheet noting that charges were withdrawn and dismissed without prejudice and 
correspondence from his former commanding officer (CO) that issued the page 11 entry. 
      






