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reasonable duration and is essential to
achieving a full and fair hearing.
Where a proposal for continuance is in-
definite, the pending application shall
be returned to the applicant with the
option to resubmit when the case is
fully ready for review.

(2) Postponements of scheduled re-
views normally shall not be permitted
other than for demonstrated good and
sufficient reason set forth by the appli-
cant in a timely manner, or for the
convenience of the government.

(k) Reconsideration. A discharge re-
view shall not be subject to reconsider-
ation except:

(1) Where the only previous consider-
ation of the case was on the motion of
the DRB;

(2) When the original discharge re-
view did not involve a personal appear-
ance hearing and a personal appearance
is now desired, and the provisions of
§865.109(j) do not apply;

(3) Where changes in discharge policy
are announced subsequent to an earlier
review of an applicant’s discharge, and
the new policy is made expressly retro-
active;

(4) Where the DRB determines that
policies and procedures under which
the applicant was discharged differ in
material respects from policies and
procedures currently applicable on a
service-wide basis to discharges of the
type under consideration, provided
that such changes in policies or proce-
dures represent a substantial enhance-
ment of the rights afforded an appli-
cant in such proceeding;

(5) Where an individual is to be rep-
resented by a counsel/representative,
and was not so represented in any pre-
vious consideration of the case.

(6) Where the case was not previously
considered under the uniform stand-
ards published pursuant to Pub. L. 95-
126 and application is made for such
consideration within 15 years after the
date of discharge; or

(7) On the basis of presentation of
new, substantial, relevant evidence not
available to the applicant at the time
of the original review. The decision as
to whether evidence offered by an ap-
plicant in support of a request for re-
consideration is in fact new, substan-
tial, relevant, and was not available to
the applicant at the time of the origi-
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nal review will be based on a compari-
son of such evidence with the evidence
considered in the previous discharge re-
view. If this comparison shows that the
evidence submitted would have had a
probable effect on matters concerning
the propriety or equity of the dis-
charge, the request for reconsideration
shall be granted.

§865.110 Decision process.

(@) The DRB shall meet in plenary
session to review discharges and exer-
cise its discretion on a case-by-case
basis in applying the standards set
forth in this regulation.

(b) The presiding officer is respon-
sible for the conduct of the discharge
review. The presiding officer shall con-
vene, recess, and adjourn the DRB as
appropriate, and shall maintain an at-
mosphere of dignity and decorum at all
times.

(c) Each board member shall act
under oath or affirmation requiring
careful, objective consideration of the
application. They shall consider all rel-
evant material and competent informa-
tion presented to them by the appli-
cant. In addition, they shall consider
all available military records, together
with such other records as may be in
the files and relevant to the issues be-
fore the DRB.

(d) The DRB shall identify and ad-
dress issues after a review of the fol-
lowing material obtained and presented
in accordance with this subpart and 32
CFR part 70: available official military
records, documentary evidence sub-
mitted by or on behalf of the applicant,
presentation of testimony by or on be-
half of the applicant, oral or written
arguments presented by or on behalf of
the applicant, and any other relevant
evidence.

(e) Application of Standards:

(1) When the DRB determines that an
applicant’s discharge was improper, the
DRB will determine which reason for
discharge should have been assigned
based upon the facts and circumstances
properly before the discharge authority
in view of the regulations governing
reasons for discharge at the time the
applicant was discharged.

(2) When the board determines that
an applicant’s discharge was inequi-
table, any change will be based on the
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evaluation of the applicant’s overall
record of service and relevant regula-
tions.

(f) Voting shall be conducted in
closed session, a majority of the five
members’ votes constituting the DRB’s
decision.

(g) Details of closed session delibera-
tions of a DRB are privileged informa-
tion and shall not be divulged.

(h) A formal minority opinion may be
submitted in instances of disagreement
between members of a board. The opin-
ion must cite findings, conclusions and
reasons which are the basis for the
opinion. The complete case with the
majority and minority recommenda-
tions will be submitted to the Director,
Air Force Personnel Council.

(i) The DRB may request advisory
opinions from staff offices of the Air
Force. These opinions are advisory in
nature and are not binding on the DRB
in its decision making process.

§865.111 Response to items submitted
as issues by the applicant.

(a) If an issue submitted by an appli-
cant contains two or more clearly sepa-
rate issues, the DRB should respond to
each issue under the guidance of this
section as if it had been set forth sepa-
rately by the applicant.

(b) If an applicant uses a ‘‘building
block’ approach (that is, setting forth
a series of conclusions on issues that
lead to a single conclusion purportedly
warranting a change in the applicant’s
discharge), normally there should be a
separate response to each issue.

(c) This section does not preclude the
DRB from making a single response to
multiple issues when such action would
enhance the clarity of the decisional
document, but such response must re-
flect an adequate response to each sep-
arate issue.

(d) An item submitted as an issue by
an applicant in accordance with this
regulation shall be addressed as a
decisional issue under §865.112 of this
subpart in the following circumstances:

(1) When the DRB decides that a
change in discharge should be granted,
and the DRB bases its decision in
whole or in part on the applicant’s
issue; or

(2) When the DRB does not provide
the applicant with the full change in
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discharge requested, and the decision is
based in whole or in part on the DRB’s
disagreement with the merits of an
issue submitted by the applicant.

(e) If the applicant receives the full
change in discharge requested (or a
more favorable change), that fact shall
be noted and the basis shall be ad-
dressed as a decisional issue even if
that basis is not addressed as an issue
by the applicant. No further response is
required to other issues submitted by
the applicant.

(f) If the applicant does not receive
the full change in discharge requested
with respect to either the character of
or reason for discharge (or both), the
DRB shall address the items submitted
by the applicant unless one of the fol-
lowing responses is applicable:

(1) Duplicate issues. The DRB may
state that there is a full response to
the issue submitted by the applicant
under a specified decisional issue. This
respose may be used only when one
issue clearly duplicates another or the
issue clearly requires discussion in con-
junction with another issue.

(2) Citations without principles and
facts. The DRB may state that any
issue, which consists of a citation of a
previous decision without setting forth
any principles and facts from the deci-
sion that the applicant states are rel-
evant to the applicant’s case, does not
comply with the requirements of
§865.106(g)(1) of this part.

(3) Unclear issues. The DRB may state
that it cannot respond to an item sub-
mitted by the applicant as an issue be-
cause the meaning of the item is un-
clear. An issue is unclear if it cannot
be understood by a reasonable person
familiar with the discharge review
process after a review of the materials
considered under §865.110(d) of this sub-
part.

(4) Nonspecific issues. The DRB may
state that it cannot respond to an item
submitted by the applicant as an issue
because it is not specific. A submission
is considered not specific if a reason-
able person familiar with the discharge
review process after a review of the
materials considered under §865.110(d),
cannot determine the relationship be-
tween the applicant’s submission and
the particular circumstances of the
case. This response may be used only if
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