
ADDENDUM TO

                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

         AIR FORCE BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET NUMBER:  BC-1985-03929



INDEX NUMBER:  110.02



COUNSEL:  NONE



HEARING DESIRED:  NO

___________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His narrative reason for separation be changed.

___________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

The reason he was given for his separation was not justified.  His commander offered to let him out of the service and he accepted.  His conduct was never proven to be a discredit and he would like this comment removed.  He was accused of kicking someone but was never convicted or charged with anything.

Applicant’s complete submission is attached at Exhibit F.

___________________________________________________________________

STATEMENTS OF FACTS:

Applicant enlisted in the Regular Air Force on 1 Oct 80, for a period of four years in the grade of airman basic.

On 25 Jun 82, administrative discharge action was initiated against the applicant.  The bases for this action were:  a 21 Sep 81, letter of nonrecommendation for promotion for 39 dishonored checks totaling $1,300; a 25 Sep 81, letter of reprimand (LOR) for financial irresponsibility; three letters of counseling between    4 Dec 81 and 8 Apr 82 for leaving his line badge at home, being late for work and having a physical altercation with a coworker; an LOR on 24 Mar 82 for being absent from his duty section for excessive periods without authority on 26 Feb 82 and 9-11 Mar 82, and an LOR on 16 Jun 82 for being absent from assigned weekend standby duty on 5 Jun 82; on 9 Jun 82, he was reduced to the grade of airman and forfeiture of $100 per month for two months pursuant to Article 15, UCMJ, for failure to go at the prescribed time to appointed place of duty on or about 17 May 82, and being disrespectful in language on or about 18 May 87 toward his superior noncommissioned officer, who was in the execution of his office, by saying to him “this is all the respect you are going to get from me” and “you think you’re tough, don’t you,” or words to that effect.

After being advised of the nature of his case by an evaluation officer, the applicant elected not to appeal or submit matters in writing.  The Staff Judge Advocate found the case legally sufficient and recommended a general discharge without probation and rehabilitation.  The discharge authority approved the case on 28 Jul 82 and directed a general discharge.

Applicant was discharged on 4 Aug 82, in the grade of airman, under the provisions of AFM 39-12, by reason of “Misconduct – Frequent Involvement of a Discreditable Nature” with a general discharge.  He was issued an RE code of 2B (involuntarily separated with a general discharge).  He served on active duty for 1 year,         10 months, and 4 days.

On 15 January 1986, the AFBCMR considered and denied an application submitted by applicant requesting that his general discharge be upgraded and his Reenlistment Eligibility (RE) code be changed.  For an accounting of the facts and circumstances surrounding the application, and the rationale of the earlier decision by the Board, see the Record of Proceedings (ROP) at Exhibit E.

___________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD CONCLUDES THAT:

Insufficient relevant evidence has been presented to demonstrate the existence of error or injustice.  We took notice of the applicant's complete submission in judging the merits of the case; however, we are not persuaded that the narrative reason for separation should be changed.  The discharge appears to be in compliance with the governing manual and we find no evidence to indicate that his separation from the Air Force was inappropriate or that it was based on any factors other than his own misconduct.    Therefore, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, we find no basis upon which to favorably consider applicant’s request to change the narrative reason for his discharge.

___________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD DETERMINES THAT:

The applicant be notified that the evidence presented did not demonstrate the existence of 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 Docket Number BC‑1985-03929 in Executive Session on 8 July 2004, under the provisions of AFI 36‑2603:


Mr. Gregory H. Petkoff, Panel Chair


Ms. Martha A. Maust, Member


Mr. Robert H. Altman, Member

The following documentary evidence was considered:

    Exhibit E.  ROP, AFBCMR Docket Number BC-85-03929

    Exhibit F.  DD Form 149, dated 19 Feb 04

                                   GREGORY H. PETKOFF

                                   Panel Chair
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