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AIR FORCE BOARD FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS
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DOCKET NO:  99-01424






INDEX CODE:  128.14







COUNSEL:  NONE







HEARING DESIRED:  NO

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His household goods be reshipped from Meridian, MS, to his home of record (Atlanta, GA) at government expense.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

The reasons the applicant believes the records to be in error or unjust and the evidence submitted in support of the appeal are at Exhibit A.

_________________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The relevant facts pertaining to this application are contained in the letter prepared by the appropriate office of the Air Force.  Accordingly, there is no need to recite these facts in this Record of Proceedings.

_________________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

The Plans and Operations Division, JPPSO-SA/XO, reviewed this application and recommended denial.  XO stated that review of the circumstances clearly indicates the household goods (HHG) were not shipped to Meridan, MS, in error.  They were shipped to MS at the applicant’s request.  Although the applicant stated he wanted the shipment diverted to GA, he did not take the steps necessary to accomplish the diversion.  He was advised the shipment could be diverted, while still in transit, if the request was made in writing.  The applicant stated he elected not to make the request in writing.  Thus, no error or injustice occurred in the shipment of the HHG to MS.  A complete copy of the evaluation is at Exhibit C.

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

The applicant reviewed the advisory opinion and indicated that in his discussions with a counselor from Quality Support, Inc., he was told that he could redirect his shipment immediately to GA with a request in writing.  The counselor also told him that he could let the shipment continue to MS and once it got there, his shipment could be redirected to GA (at government expense).  He was told that this was the best option under the circumstances.  He agreed with the counselor and this is why he did not send a request diverting his household goods while they were enroute.  He was also informed that a letter was not required if he elected to have his household goods arrive in MS first, with a follow-on shipment to GA.  The applicant’s complete response to the advisory opinion is at Exhibit E.

_________________________________________________________________

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, the Board majority is unpersuaded that an error or injustice exists.  His contentions are duly noted; however, the Board majority did not find these uncorroborated assertions, in and by themselves, sufficiently persuasive to override the rationale provided by the Air Force office of primary responsibility.  Other than his own assertions, he has failed to provide statements that he was misinformed or miscounseled regarding the shipment of his HHGs.  Therefore, in the absence of sufficient evidence to the contrary, the Board majority agrees with the recommendation of the appropriate Air Force office and adopts the rationale expressed as the basis for their decision that the applicant has failed to sustain his burden of establishing that he has suffered either an error or an injustice.  Accordingly, the Board majority finds no compelling basis to recommend granting the relief sought in this application.

_________________________________________________________________

RECOMMENDATION OF THE BOARD:

A majority of the panel finds insufficient evidence of error or injustice and recommends the application be denied.

_________________________________________________________________

The following members of the Board considered this application in Executive Session on 16 November 1999, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:


            Ms. Charlene M. Bradley, Panel Chair


            Dr. Gerald B. Kauvar, Member


            Ms. Patricia D. Vestal, Member

Ms. Bradley and Ms. Vestal voted to deny applicant's request.  Dr. Kauvar voted to grant the applicant's request but did not desire to submit a minority report.  The following documentary evidence was considered:

   Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 27 May 99, w/atchs.

   Exhibit B.  Applicant's Master Personnel Records.

   Exhibit C.  Letter, JJPSO-SA/XO, dated 29 Jul 99, w/atchs.

   Exhibit D.  Letter, SAF/MIBR, dated 16 Aug 99.

   Exhibit E.  Letter from applicant, dated 16 Sep 99.

                                   CHARLENE M. BRADLEY

                                   Panel Chair

AFBCMR 99-01424

MEMORANDUM FOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, AIR FORCE BOARD 




 FOR 
CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS (AFBCMR)

SUBJECT:  AFBCMR Application of APPLICANT


I have carefully reviewed the evidence of record and the recommendation of the Board members.  A majority found that applicant had not provided sufficient evidence of error or injustice and recommended the case be denied.  I concur with that finding and their conclusion that relief is not warranted.  Accordingly, I accept their recommendation that the application be denied.


Please advise the applicant accordingly.

                                  



JOE G. LINEBERGER

                                  



Director
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