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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 (Board) requesting that his 

narrative reason for separation of “Personality Disorder” be changed to “NONE.”  Enclosure (1) 

applies. 

  

2.  The Board, consisting of , , and , reviewed Petitioner's 

allegations of error and injustice on 7 February 2025 and, pursuant to its regulations, determined 

that the corrective action indicated below should be taken. Documentary material considered by 

the Board consisted of Petitioner’s application together with all material submitted in support 

thereof, relevant portions of Petitioner’s naval record, applicable statutes, regulations, and 

policies, to include references (b) through (d). 

 

3.  The Board, having reviewed all the facts of record pertaining to Petitioner’s allegations of 

error and injustice, finds as follows: 

 

      a.  Before applying to this Board, Petitioner exhausted all administrative remedies available 

under existing law and regulations within the Department of the Navy.  Although Petitioner did 

not file his application in a timely manner, the statute of limitation was waived in accordance 

with the Kurta Memo.  

 

      b.  Petitioner enlisted in the Navy after denying any significant medical history during 

enlistment processing and began a period of active duty on 11 July 1994.   

 

      c.  On 25 August 1995, Petitioner received nonjudicial punishment (NJP) for a violation of 

the Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) under Article 91 due to willful disobedience of a 

petty officer. 
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      d.  In November 1995, Petitioner was assaulted and rendered unconscious from the attack.  

He was subsequently diagnosed with post-concussive syndrome with symptoms consistent with 

post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD). 

 

      e.  Following a command referral to mental health, Petitioner received an emergency 

psychological screening evaluation which documented that, prior to his military service, he had 

received a mental health evaluation which had resulted in weekly psychotherapy and treatment 

from 1988 through 1990.   

 

      f.  Petitioner received provisional diagnoses of alcohol dependence, with a need to confirm 

differential diagnosis between Major Depressive Disorder, Adjustment Disorder, or Alcohol-

induced Mood Disorder.  He was also diagnosed with a probable Personality Disorder and the 

clinician noted his previously diagnosed post-concussive syndrome. 

 

      g.  On 31 May 1996, Petitioner was issued formal notification of processing for 

administrative separation by reason of alcohol rehabilitation failure following his refusal to 

participate in a level II or level III rehabilitation treatment program.  His notification specified 

that the least favorable characterization authorized was Honorable.  After consulting legal 

counsel, Petitioner elected not to submit a statement regarding his proposed discharge. 

 

      h.  A notification submitted to Commander, Naval Personnel Command, (PERS-83), on  

21 June 1996, specified that Petitioner had been administratively processed for separation by 

reason of convenience of the government due to his diagnosed Personality Disorder, which was 

considered severe enough to put him at risk for suicidal behavior and rendered him unfit for full 

duty.  His records reflect that a change to the basis for processing resulted from a subsequent 

mental health evaluation, during in-patient psychiatric treatment, which recommended that he be 

se be separated by reason of Personality Disorder.  He was honorably discharged that same date 

with a reentry code of “RE-4” and a narrative reason for separation specifying “Personality 

Disorder, not amounting to a disability…”   

 

      i.  Petitioner contends that he was suffering from PTSD due to both his traumatic brain injury 

(TBI) evidenced by his post-concussive syndrome and from military sexual trauma.  He 

submitted his disability rating and diagnoses from the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA). 

         

CONCLUSION: 

 

Upon review and consideration of all the evidence of record, the Board concluded that 

Petitioner’s request warrants partial relief.  The Board reviewed his application under the 

guidance provided in references (b) through (d).  

 

In keeping with the letter and spirit of the Hagel, Kurta, and Wilkie Memos, the Board 

determined that it would be an injustice to label one’s discharge as being for a diagnosed 

character and behavior and/or adjustment disorder.  Describing Petitioner’s service in this 

manner attaches a considerable negative and unnecessary stigma, and fundamental fairness and 






