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SUMMARY OF THE RECORD 

The applicant asked the Board to conect his DD 214 to show that he was an MST2 (E-5) 
upon his retirement in- He stated that his DD 214 inconectly shows that he retired as an 
MST3 (E-4) but alleged that he was an MST2 (E-5) at the time of his retirement. In suppo1t of 
his application, he submitted a copy of the DD 214 that he received upon his discharge on March 
18, 1991, and it shows that he was discharged as an MST3 (E-4). The applicant stated that he 
discovered the alleged enor on Februaiy 21, 2016, and ai·gued that the Boai·d should consider his 
application because it was the Coast Guard's clerical enor and not his mistake. His official 
militaiy record contains two DD 214s. One shows that he se1ved on active duty from October 
19, 1986, through Mai·ch 18, 1991, and w~as an MST3 (E-4). The other shows that 
he se1ved from March 19, 1991, through ~ d was retired as an MST2 (E-5) due to 
a disability. 

On July 20, 2016, the Judge Advocate General of the Coast Guard submitted an adviso1y 
opinion recommending that the Board deny relief in accordance with a memorandum submitted 
by the Commander, Personnel Se1vice Center (PSC). PSC ai·gued that the application is untimely 
and that the applicant's two DD 214s ai·e accurate and require no coITections. PSC stated that the 
applicant received two sepai·ate DD 214s for two different periods of se1vice and ai·gued that both 
DD 214s ai·e coITect. PSC ai-gt1ed that the DD 214 that he received upon his dischai·ge on Mai·ch 
18, 1991, is conect because it shows that he was discharged at the end of his enlistment and that 
he was an MST3 (E-4) at the time of his discharge. PSC also ai-gt1ed that the applicant's second 
DD 214 is coITect because it shows that the applicai1t was retired due to a disability on -

- and was au MST2 (E-5) . Therefore, PSC stated, the applicant was indeed retire~ 
~fE-5, as he alleged. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

The application is untimely because the applicant was discharged in - In addition, a 
curs01y review of the merits reveals that he is unlikely to prevail. The record shows that he 
received two DD 214s covering two enlistments. It is not cleai· why he received the 1991 DD 
214 since he was immediately reenlisting, but the DD 214 that he received upon his retirement on 

01Tectly shows that he was being retired due to a disability as an MST2 (E-5). 
Moreover, PSC confmned that the applicant was properly retired at the rank of E-5. The Boai·d 
believes that the a~t has mistaken his 1991 DD 214 for the DD 214 that he received upon 
his retirement in - and the latter conectly shows that he retired at the rank of MST2. 
Accordingly, the Boai·d finds that no coITection of his record is uecessaiy and it will not waive 
the statute of limitations. His request should be denied. 



Final Decision in BCMR Docket No. 2016-059 

The application of fonner­
his milita1y record is denied. 

Janua1y 27, 2017 

ORDER 

p.2 

, USCG, for conection of 




