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30 October 1978, you received a third NJP for being UA from your appointed place of duty.  On 
2 May 1979, your additional misconduct led to your being found guilty at a Summary Court-
Martial (SCM) of two specifications of UA lasting a total of 74 days until you were apprehended.  
You were sentenced to confinement at hard labor for two month, forfeiture of $75.00 pay per 
month for six month, and reduction in rank to E-1.  On 8 June 1979, the Convening Authority 
approved all but confinement at hard labor in excess of 38 days, which was suspended for six 
months.  On 21 August 1979, you received additional administrative remarks concerning your 
conduct, personal appearance, lack of motivation, and promptness in reporting to his appointed 
place of duty.  On 5 November 1979, you commenced another period of UA totaling 248 days 
which lasted until you were apprehended.  On 29 July 1980, you submitted a request for 
discharge with an Other Than Honorable (OTH) characterization of service for the Good of the 
Service to escape trial by court-martial.  On 14 August 1980, your request was approved and, on 
21 August 1980, you were discharged with an OTH for the Good of the Service. 
 
The Board carefully considered all potentially mitigating factors in your petition 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 desire to upgrade your discharge and contentions 
that you incurred PTSD and other mental health conditions during military service, which might 
have mitigated your discharge character of service.  For purposes of clemency consideration, the 
Board noted you did not provide supporting documentation describing post-service 
accomplishments, or advocacy letters. 
 
In connection with your assertion that you suffered from PTSD, the Board requested, and 
reviewed, the AO.  The AO reviewed your service record as well as your petition and the matters 
that you submitted.  The AO stated in pertinent part: 
 

Among available records, there is no evidence of a mental health diagnosis in 
military service.  While he did have an unexplained medical issue at the start of 
this military service, it appears to have resolved about a year before he began to 
have disciplinary troubles.  Throughout his disciplinary processing, there were no 
concerns raised of a mental health condition that would have warranted a referral 
for evaluation.  Unfortunately, he was provided no medical evidence in support of 
his claim.  His personal statement is insufficient detailed the Petitioner’s diagnosis 
and symptoms in service, or records detailing his misconduct) would aid in 
rendering an alternate opinion. 

 
The AO concluded, “[b]ased on the available evidence, it is my clinical opinion that there is 
insufficient evidence of a diagnosis of PTSD or another mental health condition that may be 
attributed to military service.  There is insufficient evidence that his misconduct could be 
attributed to PTSD or another mental health condition.” 
 
Based upon this review, the Board concluded these potentially mitigating factors were 
insufficient to warrant relief.  Specifically, the Board determined that your misconduct, as 
evidenced by your three NJPs and SCM, outweighed these mitigating factors.  In making this 
finding, the Board considered the seriousness of your misconduct and the likely negative impact 
it had on the good order and discipline of your unit.  Further, the Board concurred with the AO 






