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MEMORANDUNFOR THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, BOARD FOR CORRECTIONSOF
NAVAL RECORDS

Subj: BCNR APPLICATION IN THE CASE OF CPL. 013

58 0024

1. Cpl ~ had an opportunity to be enrolled in the Montgomery
GI Bill (MGIB) program but declined. Under Chapter 30, Title 38,
U.S.C., eligible Marines are enrolled in the MGIB upon their
initial entry on active duty unless they exercise their option to
disenroll. Cpl Hoyt declined enrollment in the MGIB on April 15,
1997.

2. The DD Form 2366 which Cp1~ signed, states that he
understands that he is eligible for the MGIB, that he will be
automatically enrolled, but that if he elects to disenroll, ‘Tthe
option to enroll WILL NOT be available” at a later date. Cpl
UJMllI,decision to decline participation in the MGIB is, by
federal law, irrevocable.

3. Cpl~ alleges that he was told to just sign it and not
worry about it. It is not the Marine Corps policy to discourage
participation in the MGIB. The MGIB is strictly a voluntary
educational assistance program. There is no pressure for anyone
to elect or decline participation. The declination line he
signed specifically states that “he will not be able to enroll at
a later date”.

4. My Point of Contact is GySgt Tim Ste’~ens (703) 751-9550/1 or
DSN 278-9550/1. /

VERNON H. TA~R
By direction
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CPLT~~4’USMC
US MARINE CORPSFORCESKOREA
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APO AP 96205-0708

Dear CORPORAL

This is in referenceto yourapplication for correctionof yournaval record pursuantto the
provisionsof title 10 of the United StatesCode, section 1552.

A three-memberpanelof the Board for Correctionof Naval Records,sitting in executive
session,consideredyourapplicationon 25 May 1999. Your allegationsof error and injustice
were reviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsand proceduresapplicableto the
proceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterial consideredby the Board consistedof your
application,togetherwith all materialsubmittedin support thereof,yournaval recordand
applicablestatutes,regulationsand policies. In addition, the Board consideredtheadvisory
opinion furnishedby CMC Memorandum1560 MRV of 30 March 1999, a copy of which is
attached.

After careful and conscientiousconsiderationof the entirerecord, the Board found that the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficient to establishtheexistenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice. In this connection,the Board substantiallyconcurredwith thecommentscontainedin
the advisoryopinion. Accordingly,your applicationhasbeendenied. The namesand votesof
the membersof thepanel will be furnished upon request.

It is regrettedthat the circumstancesof yourcaseare suchthat favorableaction cannotbe taken.
You are entitled to havethe Board reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new and material
evidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby the Board. In this regard, it is important
to keepin mind that a presumptionof regularityattachesto all official records. Consequently,
whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record, the burdenis on theapplicantto
demonstratetheexistenceof probablematerialerror or injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector

Enclosure


