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February 1997 noted that Petitioner had been admitted to inpatient Psychiatry twice in the last 

two months and stated that Petitioner’s diagnoses were alcohol dependence, eating disorder not 

otherwise specified, and borderline personality disorder.  Reference (b). 

 

   d.  Petitioner received  a negative evaluation covering the period 18 January 1997 to 15 March 

1997, which noted declining performance and that she “lacks the ability to tolerate any 

stress…cannot set goals or organize assignments…refuses to accept accountability for actions.”  

Reference (b). 

 

   e.  On 13 March 1997, Petitioner was notified of her Commanding Officer’s recommendation 

for administrative separation for misconduct, commission of a serious offense as evidenced by 

violation of Article 134 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice (communicating a treat to 

assault) and Personality Disorder.  On 25 April 1997, Petitioner was separated from service with 

the understanding that her General (Under Honorable Conditions) characterization of service was 

in lieu of Petitioner electing an administrative board.  Petitioner’s DD-214 states misconduct as a 

narrative reason for separation.  Reference (b). 

 

   f.  Petitioner alleges that she was suffering from undiagnosed Bipolar Disorder in service and 

that she should have been medically retired.  Enclosure (1). 

 

   g.  In order to assist the Board in evaluating this petition, it obtained an advisory opinion (AO), 

enclosure (2), furnished by a licensed clinical psychologist.  The AO notes that Petitioner was 

properly evaluated during her two inpatient hospitalizations and that her Personality Disorder 

diagnosis was based on observed behaviors, and performance during her period of service.  The 

AO states that Petitioner’s in-service misconduct appears to be consistent with her diagnosed 

Personality Disorder, rather than evidence of Bipolar Disorder or another mental health condition 

incurred in or exacerbated by military service.  The psychologist concluded that there is 

insufficient evidence that Petitioner’s misconduct could be attributed to a mental health 

condition. 

 

   h.  Reference (c) provides that liberal consideration will be given to veterans petitioning for 

discharge relief when the application for relief is based on matters relating to mental health 

conditions  

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Upon review and consideration of all the evidence of record, and especially in light of the AO 

and reference (b), the Board determined that Petitioner’s request warrants partial relief.   

 

The Board noted that Petitioner’s misconduct may have been attributed to her mental health 

issues while in service as evidenced by her diagnoses and inpatient hospitalization in-service.  

Accordingly, based on all of the foregoing, the Board granted Petitioner partial relief in 

compliance with the guidance applicable to discharges related to mental health conditions, and it 

otherwise denies Petitioner’s requested relief. 

 

 






