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HEARING DESIRED:  NO
_________________________________________________________________
APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT: 

His records be corrected to reflect he elected Montgomery GI Bill (MGIB) benefits.

_________________________________________________________________
APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

The MGIB was explained to him at a mass briefing held during military indoctrination for Medical Services Officers (MIMSO).  He was briefed that the MGIB could be applied to graduate degrees and vocational certification training.  He was not briefed that the MGIB could be applied to post-graduate fellowships or residency programs.  This information would have been directly applicable to an audience of recently graduated medical officers and would have impacted his decision.  He was not able to make an informed decision because of inadequate and erroneous information he received during his inprocessing.  
In support of his application, the applicant provides two unsigned supporting statements.  
The applicant’s complete submission, with attachments, is at Exhibit A.

_________________________________________________________________
STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The Military Personnel Database indicates the applicant is currently serving on active duty in the grade of lieutenant colonel with an effective date and date of rank of 1 Oct 04.  He has a Total Active Federal Military Service Date of 1 Oct 87.  
The remaining relevant facts pertaining to this application, extracted from the applicant’s military records, are contained in the letter prepared by the appropriate office of the Air Force at Exhibit B.
_________________________________________________________________
AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

AFPC/DPSIT recommends denial of the applicant’s request.  DPSIT states that on 15 Oct 87, the applicant elected not to participate in the MGIB.  Congress provided an open window during 1988-89 for individuals to reverse their disenrollment decisions.  The applicant did not take advantage of this opportunity.  The unsigned letters from the two other medical officers who also claim incomplete or erroneous information during their briefings, attended briefings in 1992 and 2000 respectively, and would not know what was briefed in 1987.  DPSIT advises that approximately 50 percent of the 60 plus eligible medical officers remaining on active duty after entering the service in Oct 87 accepted the MGIB.  The complete DPSIT evaluation is at Exhibit B.  

_________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

To the best of the applicant's recollection, the briefing he received about the MGIB failed to discuss the ability to utilize benefits for post-graduate fellowships, residencies, or other non-traditional degree programs.  At the time of entering the Air Force in 1987, the entry-level degree for physical therapists was a Bachelor of Science degree; it is now a Doctor of Physical Therapy (DPT).  Various universities have established transitional DPT programs that allow practicing physical therapists with either a Bachelor's or Master's level entry degree to obtain a DPT degree to be on parity with newly graduating therapists.  The MGIB will allow him to pursue this route after retiring from active duty.  The applicant's complete letter, with attachment, is at Exhibit D.
_________________________________________________________________

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 an error or injustice.  We note the applicant’s assertion that he was given erroneous information regarding the MGIB in 1987 and thereby was not able to make a proper decision to accept or decline the MGIB.  However, we are not persuaded by the evidence presented that his decision was made in error nor do we find persuasive evidence that he was improperly counseled at the time of his election.  Therefore, we agree with the opinion and recommendation of the Air Force office of primary responsibility and adopt its rationale as the basis for our conclusion that the applicant has not been the victim of an error or injustice.  Therefore, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, we find no compelling basis to recommend granting the relief sought in this application. 

_________________________________________________________________

THE BOARD DETERMINES THAT:

The applicant be notified that the evidence presented did not demonstrate the existence of material error or injustice; that the application was denied without a personal appearance; and that the application will only be reconsidered upon the submission of newly discovered relevant evidence not considered with this application.

_________________________________________________________________

The following members of the Board considered Docket Number BC-2008-01601 in Executive Session on 24 July 2008, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:

The following documentary evidence pertaining to Docket Number BC-2008-01601 was considered:


Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 18 Apr 08, w/atchs.


Exhibit B.  Letter, AFPC/DPSIT, dated 6 Jun 08. 


Exhibit C.  Letter, SAF/MRBR, dated 20 Jun 08.

Exhibit D.  Applicant’s Rebuttal, dated 1 Jul 08, w/atch.

