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You enlisted in the U.S. Marine Corps and began a period of active duty on 19 September 1988.  
On 21 March 1990, you received your first nonjudicial punishment (NJP) for two specifications 
of being in an unauthorized absence (UA) status from your appointed place of duty.  On 11 May 
1990, you were counseled concerning unspecified periods of UA and your total disregard to 
authority.  Specifically, you continually demonstrated a total lack of desire, motivation, and drive 
in putting forth a sincere effort towards improving in reporting to work on time.  Although given 
the opportunity to provide a statement you chose not to do so.  On 30 May 1990, you received a 
second NJP for a two-day period of UA.  On 24 August 1990, you were again counseled, this 
time concerning your frequent involvement with military authorities of a discreditable nature as 
evidenced by your two NJPs.  You again chose not to submit a statement in rebuttal.  On  
11 September 1990, you commenced a period of UA which ended in your surrender on  
17 October 1990.  From 26 October 1990 to 11 December 1990, you had an additional period of 
UA totaling 46 days.  On 22 July 1991, you were found guilty at a special court-martial (SPCM) 
of the aforementioned UAs and sentenced to be confined at hard labor for 75 days, to forfeit 
$300.00 pay per month for three months, and to be reduced in rank to E-1.  On 1 October 1991, 
you were notified of your commanding officer’s (CO) intent to recommend to the separation 
authority that you be discharge by reason of pattern of misconduct (POM) with an Other Than 
Honorable (OTH) characterization of service, at which time you waived your right to consult with 
military counsel and have your case heard before an administrative discharge board.  After your 
case was determined to be sufficient in law and fact, on 9 October 1991, the separation authority 
directed you be discharged with an OTH by reason of POM.  On 23 October 1991, you were so 
discharged.   
 
On 4 May 1993, the Naval Discharge Review Board (NDRB) denied your request for a discharge 
upgrade after determining that it was proper as issued.   
 
The Board carefully considered all potentially mitigating factors to determine whether the 
interests of justice warrants relief in your case in accordance with the Wilkie Memo.  These 
included, but were not limited to, your desire to upgrade your discharge characterization and 
your contentions that: (1) you incurred PTSD as a result of military service, (2) you were newly 
married and a new father who deployed to  two months after the birth of 
your son, (3) you were dealing with pressure from home and the USMC, (4) you were denied 
leave to return home to help your family after a tornado disaster took place in your home town 
between June and July 1990, (5) your leave requests would be lost, misplaced, left on desks for 
weeks, etc., which cause you to go UA, and (6) despite this you surrendered and were told you 
could be court-martialed or deploy with your unit and chose the latter, after which you were 
hazed.  For purposes of clemency consideration, the Board noted you provided one advocacy 
letter but no supporting documentation describing post-service accomplishments. 
 
Based on your assertion that you incurred PTSD, which might have contributed to the 
misconduct that led to your OTH characterization of service, a qualified mental health 
professional reviewed your request for correction to your record and provided the Board with the 
AO.  The AO stated in pertinent part: 
 

There is no evidence that the Petitioner was diagnosed with a mental health 
condition during military service.  Post-service, the VA has determined service 






