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_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His records be corrected to show he was not awarded the Air Force Commendation Medal (AFCM) 3rd Oak Leaf Cluster, (3OLC) for the period 16 March 2004 to 30 June 2004 and the AFCM w/3 OLC citation be replaced with a citation he submitted with his application.
_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

The narrative portion of the AFCM w/3 OLC does not accurately reflect his accomplishments during the time period of the medal.
In support of his request, the applicant submits a copy of a letter to the 12th Mission Support Squadron, a copy the AFCM w/3 OLC Citation, a Memorandum for the 12th Mission Support Squadron, Special Order G-1176, AF IMT Form 77, Supplemental Evaluation Sheet, a copy of the proposed citation, and background emails pertaining to the removal of the decoration.

Applicant’s complete submission, with attachments, is at Exhibit A.

_________________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

Applicant’s records reflect that he entered the Regular Air Force on 26 March 1986 and was progressively promoted to the grade of major.
On 16 March 2005, the applicant submitted a letter to 12th MSS/DPMPEA to return the AFCM w/3 OLC, because he believes it does not reflect his work and accomplishments for that time period.
_________________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

The AFPC/DPPPR recommends denial of the applicant’s request.  DPPPR states in accordance with AFI 36-2803, paragraph 1.7.; the recommending official initiates, prepares, and signs recommendations for decorations and determines inclusive periods for the award.  This is not determined by the individual.  
DPPPR states the decoration was submitted and approved by United States Central Air Force (USCENTAF) and they have determined the decoration would remain as approved.
The DPPPR evaluation is at Exhibit C.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

A copy of the Air Force evaluation was forwarded to the applicant on 24 Jun 05, for review and comment within 30 days.  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 error or injustice.  After a thorough review of the applicant’s submission and the available evidence of record, we are not persuaded that the relief requested should be granted.  While the applicant may refused to accept the approved decoration and may elect not to wear the decoration, the Board notes the award was submitted and approved by United States Central Air Force in accordance with applicable directives and should remain as approved. With respect to replacement of the original citation, should the applicant obtain support from the recommending official to substitute the original citation with a corrected version, the Board would be willing to reconsider his application.  In the absence of evidence to the contrary, we find no compelling basis to recommend granting the relief sought in this application.
_________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD DETERMINES THAT:

The applicant be notified that the evidence presented did not demonstrate the existence of a 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 no considered with this application.

_________________________________________________________________

The following members of the Board considered Docket Number BC-2005-01641 in Executive Session on 24 August 2005, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:




Ms. Kathleen F. Graham, Panel Chair



Mr. Michael K. Gallogly, Member




Mr. John B. Hennessey, Member

The following documentary evidence was considered:


Exhibit A.
DD Form 149, dated 9 May 05, w/atchs.


Exhibit B.
Applicant's Master Personnel Records.

Exhibit C.
Letter, AFPC/DPPPR, dated 21 Jun 05.


Exhibit D.
Letter, SAF/MRBR, dated 24 Jun 05.


KATHLEEN F. GRAHAM

Panel Chair
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