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This is in referenceto yourapplicationfor correctionof yournaval recordpursuantto the
provisionsof title 10 of the United StatesCode,section1552.

A three-memberpanelof theBoard for Correctionof Naval Records,sitting in executive
session,consideredyourapplicationon 24 June1999. Your allegationsof errorand injustice
werereviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsandproceduresapplicableto the
proceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterial consideredby the Board consistedof your
application, togetherwith all materialsubmittedin support thereof,yournaval record and
applicablestatutes,regulationsand policies.

After careful andconscientiousconsiderationof the entirerecord, the Board foundthat the
evidencesubmittedwasinsufficient to establishtheexistenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice.

TheBoard notedthat thedefermentof mandatoryretirementor separationis permissive
rather thanmandatory,andthat a defermentof your transferto theFleet Reserveon 1 July
1997wasnot warrantedor in the interestof justice. In this regard,it notedthat you were
not hospitalizedanddid not requireemergentmedicalcareat that time. In addition, you had
beenfound fit for duty during late 1996. TheBoard concludedtherewas no acute,grave
illnessor injury or gravedeteriorationof yourphysicalcondition immediatelyprior to your
mandatorytransferto the FleetReservewhich would havewarranteda finding of unfitness.
Thefact that the PhysicalEvaluationBoard determined,albeit 11 daysafter your transferto
the FleetReserve,that you were fit for duty in accordancewith thepresumptionof fitness
containedin SECNAVINST 1850.4C,paragraph2056, supportsthat conclusion.
Accordingly,your applicationhasbeendenied. The namesand votesof the membersof the
panelwill be furnished upon request.

It is regrettedthat thecircumstancesof yourcasearesuchthat favorableactioncannotbe
taken. You are entitled to havethe Board reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new



and materialevidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby the Board. In this
regard,it is importantto keepin mind that a presumptionof regularity attachesto all official
records. Consequently,whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record,the
burdenis on theapplicantto demonstratethe existenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector


