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specifications are not legible in your record.  On or about April 1991, you were convicted by a 
special court-martial (SPCM); again, the specifics of the charges, specifications and punishment 
as adjudged are not legible in your record.  Notwithstanding, the Board relies on a presumption 
of regularity to support the official actions of public officers and, in the absence of substantial 
evidence to the contrary, will presume that they have properly discharged their official duties.  
Based on the information contained on your Certificate of Release or Discharge from Active 
Duty (DD Form 214), you were separated from the Navy, on 30 September 1992, with a “Bad 
Conduct Discharge (BCD)” characterization of service, your narrative reason for separation is 
“Conviction By Special Court Martial” your separation code is “JJD-901,” and your reenlistment 
code is “RE-4.” 
 
The Board carefully considered all potentially mitigating factors to determine whether the 
interests of justice warrant relief in your case in accordance with the Kurta, Hagel, and Wilkie 
Memos.  These included, but were not limited to, your desire to change your discharge character 
of service and contention that you incurred depression while deployed onboard your ship, which 
contributed to your misconduct.  You also assert that your time spent on onboard your ship led to  
depression and fear of losing your life, you began having fights as an outlet to your depression, 
you were “young, an innocent young black man” and only tried to defend yourself, you could not 
digest the “bad treatment” and your reactions were of a young man that did not handle things 
well at the time, you felt like an “animal locked in a cage” onboard your ship, and being locked 
down was a key factor to your bad behavior.  For purposes of clemency and equity consideration, 
the Board noted you provided advocacy letters but no supporting documentation describing post-
service accomplishments.    
 
As part of the Board’s review, a qualified mental health professional reviewed your request and 
provided the Board with an AO on 23 September 2022.  The AO stated in pertinent part: 
 

During military service, the Petitioner was diagnosed with an alcohol use disorder. 
Problematic alcohol use is incompatible with military readiness and discipline and 
considered amenable to treatment, depending on the individual’s willingness to 
engage in treatment. While it is possible that his misconduct could be attributed to 
effects of excessive alcohol consumption, when evaluated during military service, 
he demonstrated an awareness of the potential for misconduct when he began to 
drink and was deemed responsible for his behavior. He has provided no post-service 
evidence of a diagnosis of PTSD or another mental health condition. Unfortunately, 
his personal statement is not sufficiently detailed to establish clinical symptoms or 
a nexus with his misconduct, as his previous statements indicate his UA was due to 
personal stressors.  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 considered clinical opinion 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 his misconduct could be attributed to PTSD or another 
mental health condition.”  






