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This is in reference to your application for correction of your naval record pursuant to the
provisions of title 10 of the [United States Code, section 1552.

A three-member panel of the Board for Correction of Naval Records, sitting in executive
session, considered your application on 12 December 2002. Your allegations of error and
injustice were reviewed in accordance with administrative regulations and procedures
applicable to the proceedings of this Board. Documentary material considered by the Board
consisted of your application, together with all material submitted in support thereof, your
naval record and applicable statutes, regulations and policies.

After careful and conscientious consideration of the entire record, the Board found that the
evidence submitted was insufficient to establish the existence of probable material error or
injustice.

The Board found that you underwent a pre-enlistment physical examination on 16 November
1988. The only positive meglical history contained in the Report of Medical History you
completed on that date was 3 history of chicken pox and "gas". You did not disclose your
history of diarrhea or symptoms of lactose intolerance at that time.- You subsequently enlisted
in the Marine Corps Reserve, and entered on active duty for training (ADT) on 23 August
1989. You sought medical care for several minor conditions while on ADT, to include groin
and abdominal pain and diarrhea. You were considered physically qualified for release from
active duty when examined on 5 February 1990. It was noted in the Report of Examination
that you had a tender testicle, and that you were being treated for an acute groin strain. You
did not disclose any conditions you felt were disqualifying at that time. On 19 April 1993,
the Chief, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery determined that you were not physically qualified
for retention in the Marine Corps Reserve because of possible irritable bowel syndrome
(IBS). You were discharged 18 June 1993, pursuant to your request, by reason of your being
found not physically qualified, and declining to request referral to the Physical Evaluation
Board. On 9 July 1993, you applied to the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) for service
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Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
Executive Director




