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(UA).  On 20 June 1991, you were found guilty at summary court martial (SCM) on for wrongful 
use of cocaine.  Subsequently, you were counseled on your drug abuse and warned that failure to 
take corrective action may result in administrative separation.  On 1 August 1991, you were 
diagnosed as a cocaine abuser and completed rehabilitation treatment that same month.  On  
17 February 1992, a second NJP was imposed on you for conspiracy to commit assault.  You 
were again counseled on your misconduct and warned that further misconduct would result in 
administrative separation processing.  On 1 September 1992, you were again evaluated for your 
substance abuse and diagnosed as a cocaine and alcohol abuser.  Later, you were convicted by a 
second SCM for UA and wrongful use of cocaine.  As a result, you were notified of 
administrative separation processing for drug abuse during which you waived your rights to 
consult with military counsel and to an administrative separation board.  Your commanding 
officer recommended to the separation authority (SA) that you be discharged for drug abuse with 
an Other Than Honorable (OTH) characterization; which, after a legal review, was approved by 
the SA on 8 May 1993.  You were discharged on 12 May 1993. 
 
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 was not limited, your request to upgrade your characterization of service and 
contention that you began to suffer from mental health issues after returning from Kuwait.  In 
addition, you assert that your “nightmares and physical well-being are at stake,” that your lack of 
sleep and assistance for your post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) is ruining your life, and you 
attempted to wipe out traumatic memories with your substance abuse.  For purposes of clemency 
consideration, the Board noted you did not provide supporting documentation describing post-
service accomplishments or advocacy letters. 
 
As part of the Board’s review, a qualified mental health professional reviewed your request and 
provided the Board with an AO on 24 June 2022.  The AO stated in pertinent part: 
 

During military service, the Petitioner was diagnosed with a substance use 
disorder. Substance use is incompatible with military readiness and discipline and 
considered amenable to treatment, depending on the individual’s willingness to 
engage in treatment.  Unfortunately, he has provided no medical evidence to 
support his claims.  His personal statement is insufficiently detailed to establish 
clinical symptoms or a nexus with his misconduct, given his history of substance 
use prior to entry into service.  Additional records (e.g., mental health records 
describing the Petitioner’s diagnosis, symptoms, and their specific link to his 
misconduct) would aid in rendering an alternate opinion. 
 

The AO concluded, “it is my clinical opinion that there is insufficient evidence of a diagnosis of 
PTSD that may be attributed to military service.  There is insufficient evidence that his 
misconduct could be attributed to PTSD.”  
 
Based upon this review, the Board concluded that your potentially mitigating factors were 
insufficient to warrant relief.  Specifically, the Board determined your misconduct as evidenced 
by your two NJPs and two SCM convictions, outweighed these mitigating factors.  In making 
this finding, the Board considered the seriousness of your misconduct and the fact it included 






