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_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

He be granted a direct promotion to the grade of master sergeant with a date of rank (DOR) of 1 October 2004.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

Not only was he unfairly tested for promotion, a subsequent investigation revealed testing had been inappropriate.

In support of his appeal, the applicant has provided a copy of a letter from the Lajes Field, Inspector General (IG).

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

_________________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

Applicant enlisted the Regular Air Force on 19 October 1984.  He has been progressively promoted to the grade of technical sergeant with a DOR of 1 December 2000.  He tested for cycle 04E7 on 16 March 2004 and was rendered a nonselect for promotion to the grade of master sergeant.  He had scored a 64.89 on his PFE test and a 52.57 on his SKT test.  His total score was 328.96.  The required score for promotion on that cycle for his Air Force Specialty (AFS) was 335.70.  He recently reenlisted and is scheduled to continue serving until 24 November 2008.  He has served over 20 years of Regular active service.

_________________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

HQ AFPC/DPPPWB recommends denial.  DPPPWB states while the IG letter from Lajes Field, Azores does indicate the applicant’s complaint merited investigation the IG referred the complaint to the local Military Personnel Flight (MPF) for further investigation.  DPPPWB states the applicant is not specific as to why he thinks he was unfairly tested.  The SAF/MRBR contacted SAF/IGQ to inquire if they had any information concerning the investigation and was told while the IGQ database had no record of any such case, had there been one it would have been destroyed at the end of fiscal year 2005.  DPPPWB states current Air Force policy does not allow for automatic promotions.  He has provided no documents to support his contention and DPPPWB’s research has not revealed anything inappropriate concerning his testing during said cycle.

DPPPWB’s complete evaluation is at Exhibit B.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

A copy of the Air Force evaluation was forwarded to the applicant on 12 January 2007 for review and comment within 30 days.  As of this date, this office has received no response.

_________________________________________________________________

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.  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.  Should the applicant provide corroborating evidence such as the IG report from Lajes Field, we would be willing to reconsider his request.  Therefore, 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 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 AFBCMR Docket Number BC-2006-03729 in Executive Session on 16 February 2007, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:


Ms. Charlene M. Bradley, Panel Chair


Mr. Patrick C. Daugherty, Member


Ms. Josephine L. Davis, Member

The following documentary evidence was considered:

    Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 18 Nov 06, w/atchs.

    Exhibit B.  Letter, AFPC/DPPPWB, dated 15 Dec 06.

    Exhibit C.  Letter, SAF/MRBR, dated 12 Jan 07.

                                   CHARLENE M. BRADLEY
                                   Panel Chair
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