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This is in reply to your request for reconsideration 1in
September 2013. 2 1eview of our files reveals that in 1986, you
petitioned this Boai'd seeking the removal of your summary court-
martial (SCM) for ai unauthorized absence in excess of 4 days,
removal of your fitliess report for 1 December 1982 to 25
February 1983, remoiral of your commanding officer’s letter of 25
February 1983 requejting your relief for cause, and the
Commandant of the Marine Corps’ professional standards letter toO
you of 13 May 1983.

In April 1991, your case was partially approved, see enclosure
(1) . Now, over 20 years later, in September 2013, Yyou requested
a2 reconsideration cf your case to include a reinstatement toO
E-8/18TSGT."

However, as explaired 1in the Board’'s previous letter, a case may
only be reconsider¢d upon submission of new and material
evidence. New evidence 1is defined as evidence not previously
considered by the loard and not reasonably available to you at
the time of your pievious application. Evidence is considered
to be material if |t is likely to have a substantial effect on
the outcome of the Board's decision. Therefore, on 2 September
2014, a three-memb:r panel of the Board for Correction of Naval
Records, sitting in executive session, considered your
reconsideration rejuest. Your allegations of error and
injustice were reviiewed in accordance with administrative
regulations and priocedures applicable to the proceedings of this
Board. Documentary material considered by the Board consisted
of your applicatidn, together with all material submitted in
support thereof, your naval record and applicable statutes,
regulations and pdlicies. In addition, the Board considered the
advisory opinion {urnished by Headguarters Marine Corps (HQMC)
memo 1070 JPL of 12 Aug 2014, a copy of which is being provided
to you, see enclosure (2).
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' 1p 1982, you had been selected to E-8/18TSGT, but your command sent & message to the
Commandant of the Marin: Corps requesting your name be removed from the selection lisg
due to your misconduct.
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ter careful and coliscientious consideration OL
cord, the Board foind that the evidence you submitted was
f probable material

insufficient to estaolish the existence o
In making this determination, the Board

d in the advisory opinion.
your previous BCNR case, it
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error or injustice.
concurred with the comments containe
In addition, the Board noted that in
~rated rhat although vou were granted sowe reliel,
longer eligible for promotion to E-8/18TSGT due to your
misconduct, (UA). Therefore, since you provided no new oOr
material informatior to mitigate and/or substantiate your

UA, your applicatior has peen denied. The names and VoOtes of

the members of the jpanel will be furnished upon request.

you wele 110

It is regretted thal. the circumstances of your case ale€ such
that favorable actipn cannot be taken.

Sincerely,

ROBERT J. O'NEILL
Executive Director

Enclosures



