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

A three-memberpanelof theBoard for Correctionof Naval Records,sitting in executive
session,consideredyourapplicationon 19 August 1999. Your allegationsof error and
injusticewerereviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsand procedures
applicableto the proceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterial consideredby the Board
consistedof yourapplication, togetherwith all materialsubmittedin support thereof,your
naval recordand applicablestatutes,regulationsand policies.

After careful andconscientiousconsiderationof the entire record, the Board found that the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficient to establishtheexistenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice.

TheBoard found that you were dischargedfrom theNavy by reasonof physicaldisability on
21 October1991. You wereassigneda reenlistmentcodeof RE-4. On 13 July 1995, the
Departmentof VeteransAffairs awardedyou 0% ratingsfor depressionand a low back
condition,and deniedyour requestfor a 10% rating for “multiple, noncompensable,service
connecteddisabilities”.

The Boardwasnot persuadedthat you were fit for duty on 21 October1991, or that you
should havebeenassigneda more favorablereenlistmentcode. It notedthat your
commandingofficer had a choicebetweenreenlistmentcodesRE-3P and RE-4, and
apparentlychosethe latterbecauseyou had receivednonjudicial punishmentduringyour
enlistment. In addition, you had only attainedgradeE-4 despitehaving completed
approximatelyeight and one-halfyearsof navalservice. In the absenceof evidencewhich
demonstratesthat you dischargeandreenlistmentcodeareerroneousor unjust, theBoard
wasunableto recommendanycorrectiveaction in yourcase. Accordingly, your application
hasbeendenied. Thenamesand votesof the membersof thepanel will be furnishedupon



request.

It is regrettedthat thecircumstancesof your casearesuch that favorableaction cannotbe
taken. You areentitled to havethe Board reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new
and materialevidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby the Board. In this
regard,it is importantto keepin mind thata presumptionof regularityattachesto all official
records. Consequently,whenapplyingfor a correctionof an official naval record, the
burdenis on theapplicantto demonstratetheexistenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector


