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____________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His under other than honorable conditions (UOTHC) discharge be upgraded to honorable.

____________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

The events leading up to his discharge were due to his alcoholism and if there had been a program for alcoholism he would not have been discharged under the conditions he was and would have benefited greatly.  

The applicant states he has lived a productive and alcohol free life since 1975.  He served the U.S. Army and Navy and received honorable discharges from both branches.  Lastly, the applicant stated he was truly ashamed of what happened and has had to live with it for 38 years.

In support of his request, the applicant provided copies of his honorable discharge certificates from the U.S. Army and Navy and his UOTHC discharge from the Air Force.

The applicant's complete submission, with attachments, is at Exhibit A.

____________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The applicant entered active duty Air Force on 23 Feb 66 and served 2 years and 6 days. He received two performance reports with markings in the highest 10 percent. 
The  applicant received  three  Article 15s (25 Oct, 29 Dec, and 30 Dec 67) for failure to go during a 2-month period and was reduced in grade twice within a 2-day period.  He also received 60 days restriction to base (31 Dec 67 to 29 Feb 68) with the last Article 15.

Between 3 and 5 Jan 68, the applicant was involved in a serious incident which resulted in court-martial charges being preferred.  The applicant broke restriction and threatened to kill a commissioned officer and his first sergeant.  However, he was charged with disrespect to a commissioned officer  and two charges of  failure to go on 18 Jan 68. 
The applicant submitted an application for discharge for the good of the service on 19 Jan 68.  The request for discharge was approved 17 Feb 68. 
Pursuant to the Board’s request, the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), Clarksburg, West Virginia, was unable to identify with an arrest record pertaining to the applicant (Exhibit C).

____________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

AFPC/DPPRS recommends denial stating the discharge was consistent with the procedural and substantive requirements of the discharge regulation.  The discharge was within the discretion of the discharge authority and the applicant did not provide any evidence or identify any errors or injustices that occurred in the discharge processing. 
The complete evaluation of AFPC/DPPRS is at Exhibit D.

____________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

A copy of the Air Force evaluation was forwarded to the applicant on 13 Dec 06 for review and comment within 30 days.  As of this date, this office has not received a response.

THE BOARD CONCLUDES THAT:

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

2.  The application was not timely filed; however, it is in the interest of justice to excuse the failure to timely file.

3.  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 agree with the opinion and recommendation of the Air Force office of primary responsibility and adopt its rationale as the basis for our conclusion that the applicant has not been the victim of an error or injustice.  Therefore, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, we find no compelling basis to recommend granting the relief sought in this application.

4.  The applicant's case is adequately documented and it has not been shown that a personal appearance with or without counsel will materially add to our understanding of the issue(s) involved.  Therefore, the request for a hearing is not favorably considered.
____________________________________________________________

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 2006-03252 in Executive Session on 18 January 2007, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:


Mr. Michael K. Gallogly, Panel Chair


Ms. Teri G. Spoutz, Member


Ms. Mary C. Puckett, Member

The following documentary evidence was considered:

    Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 12 Oct 06.

    Exhibit B.  Applicant's Master Personnel Records.

    Exhibit C.  Letter, AFPC/DPPRS, dated 6 Nov 06.

    Exhibit D.  Letter, SAF/MRBR, dated 13 Dec 06.

                                   MICHAEL K. GALLOGLY
                                   Panel Chair
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