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FINAL DEOSI0N 

This is a proceeding under the provisions of section 1557 of title 10 and section 
425 of title l4, United States Code. It was docketed on February 3, 1999, upon the 
_BCMR's receipt of the applicant's. complete application for correction of his military 
record. · · 

This final decision, dated October 7; 1999, is signed by the three duly appointed 
members who were designated to serve as the Board in this case. 

··. The applicant, a boatswain's mate third class (BM3; pay grad.e E-4), asked the 
Board to correct his record to show that he reenlisted for six years on his sixth-y~ar 
active duty anniversary date, August 20, 1997, to obtain a Zone A selective ree,nlistment 
bonus (SRB). He stated that it was his intention, as evidenced by a career intentions 

· worksheet, whic~ he submitted, to reenlist for six years on his sixth-year anniversary 
date .. The applicant alleged the Coast.Guard verbally misinformed him that he did no_t 
need..to reenlist, but he only needed to extend his enlishnent to be eligible for the SR8. 
The applicant stated that he unwittingly signed the three year extension contract, which 
was prepared by his personnel servicing group. 

The applicant enlisted in the Coast Guard on August 20, 1991. He extended-that 
·enlistment for three years, with an expiration date of August 19, 1998. On August l; 
1997, just before his sixth anniversary · on active duty, the applicant extended his 
enlistment a second time for three years. On July 1, 1997, AL DIST. .135/97 became 
effective and remained in effect through September 30, 1997. It authorized a Zone A 
SRB with a multiple of 1 for the BM rating. 

In the Coast Guard· advisory opinion, dated August 31, 1999, the Chief Counsel 
recommended that the Board. grant the requested relief. The Chief Counsel stated that 
the record appears to support the applicant's allegation that, through no fault of his . 
own, he was improperly extended rather than reenlisted on his sixth-year active duty 
anniversary date. Additionally, the Chief counsel stated that the applicant now is 
. willing to provicfo additional consid~ration for the SRB. 
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FINDINGS AND CQNCLUSIO:NS_. 

The Bo.ard finds-. that the Coast' Guard committed an error by er;oneously 
counseling the applicant to extend rather than reenlist on his sixth-year _active duty 
anniv~sary date. Such erroneous advice res~lted in the ·applicant:qualifyingJor a Zone 
A SRB based on 36 months of obligated · service rather than on the 60 month_s of 
obligated service that he had requested. Pursuant to CO:tvIDTINST 7120.33 (SRB 
instruction), the applicant was eligibl_e to __ request a discharge and immediate 
reenlistment on ms sixth year active duty anniversary for the purpose of obtaining an
SRB. On August 20, 1997, (his sixth-year anniversary) the applicaht w:as eligible for the 
SRB multiple announced in ALDIST 135/97 for the BM rating. Accordingly, the 
applicant's record should be corrected to show that he was discharged on August 20, 
1997 (sixth-year active duty anniversary date), and immediately reenlisted· for the 
purpose of obtaining a Zone A SRB with a multiple of 1. 

ORDER 

The military record of . ;, for correction o_f 
his military record is gra_nted. His record shall be corrected to show that _he was 
discharg·ed c.m August 20, 1997, and immediately reenlistt:;d on the saine date for a 
period of six years to obtain a Zone A SRB with the appropriate mul~ple. The ·Coast 
Gu_ard shall pay the applicant the amolll'.lt due him as a result of thi~ correction._. The· 
three year extension signed by the applicant on Au ust 1, 1997 is null and void. · · · · 




