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Dear Petitioner:   

 

This is in reference to your application for correction of your naval record pursuant to Section 

1552 of Title 10, United States Code.  After careful and conscientious consideration of relevant 

portions of your naval record and your application, the Board for Correction of Naval Records 

(Board) found the evidence submitted insufficient to establish the existence of probable material 

error or injustice.  Consequently, your application has been denied.    

 

A three-member panel of the Board, sitting in executive session, considered your application on 

18 August 2022.  The names and votes of the members of the panel will be furnished upon 

request.  Your allegations of error and injustice were reviewed in accordance with administrative 

regulations and procedures applicable to the proceedings of this Board.  Documentary material 

considered by the Board consisted of your application, together with all material submitted in 

support thereof, relevant portions of your naval record and applicable statutes, regulations, and 

policies.  The Board also considered the 11 July 2022 advisory opinion (AO) furnished by 

Headquarters, Marine Corps Military Personnel Law Branch (JPL), and your 29 July 2022 

rebuttal response. 

 

The Board carefully considered your request to remove your 12 April 2021 Administrative 

Remarks (Page 11) 6105 counseling entry from your official military personnel file.  The Page 

11 counseled you regarding your relief for cause from the Marine Security Guard Program due to 

misconduct and a lapse in judgment, and specifically addressed several deficiencies that resulted 

in your Commanding Officer (CO) losing faith and confidence in your ability to serve as a 

detachment commander.  You contend the Page 11’s continued presence in your record is 

arbitrary, capricious, and unsupported by substantial evidence.  Specifically, you contend a 

“mere conclusion or single piece of evidence is insufficient when countervailing evidence is 

ignored or the conflict remains unresolved.”  The Board considered your contention, as updated 

by your rebuttal response to the AO, that all charges were dropped and the allegations contained 

in the counseling entry are “so unsupported by substantial evidence that the very low standard of 

probable cause” is not met “as evidenced by this alleged misconduct not being charged.”  You 

further contend the Military Judge’s ruling that failing to report a prescription drug is not 

misconduct contradicts the Page 11 and these “contradictory factual conclusions” is the “very 

height of arbitrariness and caprice.”  The Board also considered your contention that “even if” 






