

AFBCMR 98-01074


                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

         AIR FORCE BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET NUMBER:  98-01074



INDEX CODE:  100



COUNSEL:  None



HEARING DESIRED:  No

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His reenlistment eligibility (RE) code of 2X (First-term, second-term, or career airman considered but not selected for reenlistment under the Selected Reenlistment Program (SRP)) be changed so that he can join the Reserves.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

He was on an Unfavorable Information File (UIF) for financial irresponsibility.  This was a temporary situation but he is barred from entering the Reserves.

Applicant’s complete submission is attached at Exhibit A.

_________________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The applicant enlisted in the Regular Air Force on 11 Aug 88 for a period of four years in the grade of airman basic (E‑1).  On 1 Mar 92, he reenlisted for a period of four years in the grade of senior airman (E‑4).

On 29 Feb 96, the applicant was discharged under the provisions of AFI 36‑3208 (Completion of Required Active Service) with an honorable characterization of service and an RE code of 2X in the grade of senior airman, effective, and with a date of rank (DOR) of 11 Aug 91.  He was credited with 7 years, 6 months, and 20 days of active service and 1 year and 8 days of inactive service.

_________________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

The Chief, Skills Management Branch, AFPC/DPPAE, reviewed this application and indicated that SRP consideration is normally documented on an AF Form 418.  Unfortunately, this form denying applicant reenlistment is not on file in his military personnel record.  However, DPPAE confirmed applicant’s RE code “2X” on a 3 Apr 96 “Project Capture” listing.  “Project Capture” also revealed applicant had an UIF at the time of his discharge and this supports a recommendation of denial of reenlistment.  Considering the foregoing, DPPAE recommends denial of his request for correction of his RE code.

A complete copy of the Air Force evaluation is attached at Exhibit C.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

A copy of the Air Force evaluation was forwarded to applicant on 15 Jun 98 for review and response.  As of this date, no response has been received by this office.

_________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD CONCLUDES THAT:

1.
The applicant has exhausted all remedies provided by existing law or regulations.

2.
The application was timely filed.

3.
Insufficient relevant evidence has been presented to demonstrate the existence of probable error or injustice.  After a thorough review of the evidence of record and applicant’s submission, we are not persuaded that the RE code issued at the time of his discharge was either in error or unjust.  While the AF Form 418, denying applicant’s reenlistment, is not documented in his military personnel records, the Air Force indicated that the applicant had an active UIF at the time of his discharge which supports a recommendation of denial of reenlistment.  Furthermore, members separated from the Air Force are furnished an RE code predicated upon the quality of their service and the circumstances of their separation.  Applicant’s RE code accurately defines the circumstances of his separation.  In view of the above, we conclude that no basis exists upon which to recommend favorable action on the applicant’s request.

_________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD DETERMINES THAT:

The applicant be notified that the evidence presented did not demonstrate the existence of probable material error or injustice; that the application was denied without a personal appearance; and that the application will only be reconsidered upon the submission of newly discovered relevant evidence not considered with this application.

_________________________________________________________________

The following members of the Board considered this application in Executive Session on 4 March 1999, under the provisions of Air Force Instruction 36‑2603:


            Mr. Douglas J. Heady, Panel Chair


            Ms. Peggy E. Gordon, Member


            Mr. Joseph A. Roj, Member

                Mrs. Joyce Earley, Examiner (without vote)

The following documentary evidence was considered:

     Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 13 Apr 98.

     Exhibit B.  Applicant's Master Personnel Records.

     Exhibit C.  Letter, AFPC/DPPAE, dated 28 May 98.

     Exhibit D.  Letter, AFBCMR, dated 15 Jun 98.

                                   DOUGLAS J. HEADY

                                   Panel Chair
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