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Subj: REVIEW OF NAVAL RECORD OF  

 

 

Ref:     (a) 10 U.S.C. § 1552 

            (b) SECDEF Memo, “Supplemental Guidance to Military Boards for Correction of  

  Military/Naval Records Considering Upgrade Requests by Veterans Claiming Post  

  Traumatic Stress Disorder,” 3 September 2014    

            (c) PDUSD Memo, “Consideration of Discharge Upgrade Requests Pursuant to  

  Supplemental Guidance to Military Boards for Correction of Military/Naval Records  

  (BCMRs/BCNR) by Veterans Claiming Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) or  

  Traumatic Brain Injury,” 24 February 2016   

            (d) USD Memo, “Clarifying Guidance to Military Discharge Review Boards and Boards  

  for Correction of Military/Naval Records Considering Requests by Veterans for  

  Modification of their Discharge Due to Mental Health Conditions, Sexual Assault, or  

  Sexual Harassment,” 25 August 2017   

            (e) USD Memo, “Guidance to Military Discharge Review Boards and Boards for  

    Correction of Military / Naval Records Regarding Equity, Injustice, or Clemency  

    Determinations,” 25 July 2018   

 

Encl: (1) DD Form 149 w/attachments 

 (2) Subject’s naval record 

 (3) Advisory Opinion of 7 May 24 

 

1.  Pursuant to the provisions of reference (a), Subject, hereinafter referred to as Petitioner, filed 

enclosure (1) with the Board for Correction of Naval Records, hereinafter referred to as the 

Board, requesting that his characterization of service be upgraded to “Honorable,” that his 

narrative reason for separation be changed to “Secretarial Authority,” and that his reentry code 

be changed to “RE-1.” 

 

2.  The Board, consisting of , reviewed Petitioner’s 

allegations of error and injustice on 24 May 2024 and, pursuant to its regulations, determined 

that the corrective action indicated below should be taken on the available evidence of record.  

Documentary material considered by the Board consisted of the enclosures, relevant portions of 

Petitioner’s naval record, and applicable statutes, regulations, and policies, to include references 

(b) – (e).   Additionally, the Board considered enclosure (3), an advisory opinion (AO) furnished 

by qualified mental health professional, which was considered favorable to Petitioner’s mental 

health contentions. 
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 h.  Because Petitioner based his claim for relief upon his contention that he developed PTSD 

and TBI as a result of his exposure to combat trauma during his military service, and that those 

conditions contributed to the misconduct for which he was discharged, his application and 

records were reviewed by a qualified mental health professional who noted that his VA 

assessments for TBI and PTSD both confirm positive diagnoses sustained from his OIF 

deployment.  The AO observed that:  

 

Although there is no evidence that the Petitioner was diagnosed with a mental 

health condition while in military service, or that he exhibited any psychological 

symptoms or behavioral changes indicative of a diagnosable mental health 

condition, it is possible that he was suffering from undiagnosed PTSD and TBI 

symptoms following his deployment.  As such, it is also possible that he was using 

marijuana to cope with negative symptoms of either or both diagnoses.”   

 

The AO concluded, “ it my considered clinical opinion there is sufficient evidence of a mental 

health condition/s that may be attributed to military service.  There is sufficient evidence that his 

misconduct could be attributed to PTSD, TBI, or both.”  Enclosure (3). 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Upon careful review and consideration of all of the evidence of record, the Board determined 

that relief is warranted in the interest of justice.   

 

Because Petitioner based his claim for relief in whole or in part upon his experience of combat-

related trauma and resulting mental health symptoms, the Board reviewed his application in 

accordance with the guidance of references (b) – (d).  Accordingly, the Board applied liberal 

consideration to Petitioner’s contention that his self-medication of symptoms of PTSD and TBI 

mitigate the misconduct for which he was discharged.   

 

In this regard, the Board concurred with the AO that there is sufficient evidence that his 

misconduct could be attributed to PTSD, TBI, or both.  Applying liberal consideration, the Board 

concluded that there is sufficient evidence of the experience of combat-related trauma, PTSD, 

and TBI claimed by Petitioner to warrant the requested relief.  The Board noted that Petitioner’s 

record contained no evidence of misconduct prior to his return from OIF and that his sole 

misconduct was in-service marijuana use following his return from that combat deployment.  

Therefore, they concluded that these mitigating circumstances sufficiently outweighed 

Petitioner’s misconduct to justify the requested relief.   

 

RECOMMENDATION 

 

In view of the above, the Board recommends that the following corrective action be taken on 

Petitioner’s naval record in the interest of justice:   

 

That Petitioner be issued a new Certificate of Release or Discharge from Active Duty (DD Form 

214) reflecting that, for the period ending 27 July 2006, his characterization of service was 






