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Dear I

This is in reference to your application for correction of your naval record pursuant to Section
1552 of Title 10, United States Code. After careful and conscientious consideration of relevant
portions of your naval record and your application, the Board for Correction of Naval Records
(Board) found the evidence submitted insufficient to establish the existence of probable material
error or injustice. Consequently, your application has been denied.

A three-member panel of the Board, sitting in executive session, considered your application on
12 March 2026. The names and votes of the members of the panel will be furnished upon
request. Your allegations of error and injustice were reviewed in accordance with administrative
regulations and procedures applicable to the proceedings of this Board. Documentary material
considered by the Board consisted of your application, together with all material submitted in
support thereof, relevant portions of your naval record and applicable statutes, regulations, and
policies. In addition, the Board considered the advisory opinion contained in the Officer of the
Chief of Naval Operations (OPNAV) memorandum 7431 Ser N130C2/25U0503 of 15 August
2025, which was previously provided to you for comment.

The Board determined your personal appearance, with or without counsel, would not materially
add to their understanding of the issues involved. Therefore, the Board determined a personal
appearance was not necessary and considered your case based on the evidence of record.

You requested back payment of Overseas Housing Allowance (OHA) for dependent location
while assigned to Naval Air Station (NAS) | B

The Board, in its review of your entire record and application, carefully weighed all potentially
mitigating factors, to include your assertions. You assert that you were recently approved OHA
based on dependent location by OPNAV N130C, and you are now requesting a correction to the
previous determination, which denied this entitlement. The prior denial was due to an earlier
administrative submission being routed to the incorrect approving authority. However, the
Board concluded that on 20 February 2018, Commander, || R N
notified you that your recertification request for the residence at Sy | [ 11 . I -
I v as certified effective 31 July 2017 through 30 August 2018. On 23 August 2019, you
were issued orders 2359 detaching Helicopter Maritime Strike Squadron (HSM) i, I
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I B and reporting to NAS il These orders were accompanied orders and although
you were informed that NAS i is designated a critical housing area, the gaining
commanding officer was not authorized to approve a housing allowance based on an Outside the
Contiguous United States dependent location. You reported to NAS [jjjjij on 3 September 2020
and resided in government quarters as a geographical bachelor. On 4 October 2020, you
requested a housing allowance due to your unique situation. On 8 December 2021, you were
issued orders [ which took you back to HSM Jjjj and you were subsequently approved to
have - I the designated place of residency for your command-sponsored dependents,
based on unusually arduous sea duty in orders JjjJj- The Board noted that while assigned to
NAS . you did not meet the eligibility criteria to receive a housing allowance based on
your dependent’s location in [Jjjjjj- Once you departed HSM JJjj your new housing entitlement
was based on the new permanent duty station (PDS). Furthermore, you were not on a dependent
restricted tour or unusually arduous sea duty, therefore you were not eligible to request a
designated place for dependents for that tour. Finally, because you were residing in government
quarters, you were not eligible for Basic Allowance for Housing based on your new PDS.
Therefore, the Board found no error or injustice to warrant a change to your record. In this
connection, the Board substantially concurred with the comments contained in the
aforementioned advisory opinion.

In the absence of sufficient new evidence for reconsideration, the decision of the Board is final,
and your only recourse would be to seek relief, at no cost to the Board, from a court of

appropriate jurisdiction.

Sincerely,

3/18/2026






