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made you nervous, you worried all the time about your newborn daughter who had been born 
stateside after your transfer, and you were afraid that you might do something drastic if you were 
not permitted to leave the hospital.  Based upon this evaluation, you were diagnosed with an 
inadequate personality due to your immature character and difficulty adapting.  The psychiatrist 
recommended administrative separation due to unsuitability.  Pain from your back injury failed 
to resolve, and you were medically evacuated back to the continental U.S. for further treatment, 
initially being placed in pelvic traction.  During your second period of hospitalization, you 
received another psychiatric evaluation which noted concern for immature personality, again 
diagnosed inadequate personality, and assessed the feasibility of your return to a duty status 
against processing you for an administrative discharge.  You remained on total bed rest another 
26 days prior to being discharged on 6 April 1977 to return to duty with limitations on lifting.  
You attended subsequent orthopedic follow-ups due to continued pain for which further 
examination could not identify a physical cause and requested another psychiatric evaluation due 
to “physical complaints for which no medical evidence” could be found.  The follow-up 
psychiatric evaluation on 11 May 1997 concurred with the previous diagnosis of inadequate 
personality and again recommended administrative separation.  Your record contains naval 
message traffic spanning from 17 May 1997 to 9 June 1997 addressing your release from the 
hospital and return to a duty status.  On 27 June 1997, your command requested an orthopedic 
evaluation of your fitness for duty following multiple nonproductive visits.   
 
From July through November of 1997, you have multiple counseling entries identifying periods 
of UA and then documenting the excusal of several periods of absence as unavoidable.  
However, not all of those absences were excused.  On 13 July 1997, you received nonjudicial 
punishment (NJP) for violation of Article 86, unauthorized absence (UA), after you failed to 
report at 1300 for a unit formation.  You were again seen by orthopedics for a follow-up which 
reiterated the recommendation for administrative discharge made in April of 1977.  You received 
a second NJP on 28 November 1977 for violation of Article 86, UA.   
 
On 13 January 1978, your command received a Congressional Inquiry based on your request for 
assistance with your discharge, which you indicated had been pending for approximately 7 
months.  In your letter, you indicated that you were on the verge of a nervous breakdown at the 
lack of action.  On 20 January 1978, you were notified of processing for administrative discharge 
for the reason of unsuitability due to a character disorder.  Evaluation of your performance and 
the recommendation for your character of discharge was routed on 30 January 1978 which 
recommended a characterization of General (Under Honorable Conditions) (GEN) based upon 
repeated periods of UA and complaints of pain which you were perceived to use “to escape from 
any assigned task” which did not suit you.  Comments included that you could “only be 
presumed to have some sort of a mental disorder” and that it was unlikely you would “be of any 
value” in view of your medical problems.  On 21 February 1978, the Division Psychiatrist 
reaffirmed the validity of the previously diagnosed character disorder.  The final memorandum 
submitted to the separation authority further specified that you were presently pending charges 
for an additional period of UA, and you were discharged on 6 March 1978 with a GEN 
discharge. 
 
The Board carefully weighed all potentially mitigating factors, such as your desire to upgrade 
your characterization of service and to qualify for burial rights based on your contention that you 






