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the plank in lieu of abdominal crunches which is in direct conflict with the guidance of reference 

(b) which states “The CO/OIC will not impose restrictions on the performance of any event other 

than those specifically stated in this Order.”  See enclosure (2). 

 

 c.  Petitioner failed the IG Inspection PFT with an overall score of 138.  On 26 March 2020, 

he was administered a “retake” PFT, earning a score of 193 which, by default became a 150 due 

to it being a “retake.”  See enclosure (3). 

 

 d.   Petitioner was issued an adverse annual fitness report for the reporting period 1 April 

2019 to 31 March 2020.  The report was marked adverse due to the failed PFT.  See Enclosure 

(3). 

 

 e.  Petitioner contends the 13 February 2020 IG Inspection PFT was an inaccurate 

representation of the abilities of the Marines who participated in the event.  He specifically notes 

the inclement weather, prohibitive capacity of the building which did not accommodate all 

participants resulting in participants waiting outside in the rain and cold temperatures, and loss of 

the option to plank instead of crunch.  Further, Petitioner contends the run was conducted on a 

route that was flooded, filled with potholes, and had parked and moving vehicles to maneuver 

around.  A review of documents submitted in support of his contentions impliedly contends the 

accumulation of all the factors negatively impacted not only his PFT but also scores from several 

other individuals in the command.  See enclosure (1). 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Upon review and consideration of all the evidence, the Board concluded Petitioner’s request 

warrants partial relief.  The Board, relying on the OIC’s memo, at enclosure (2), explaining the 

conditions, and most importantly, the improperly and unauthorized restrictions on the 

performance of the plank event, determined Petitioner’s request to remove the 13 February 2020 

PFT from his record should be granted.  However, noting Petitioner’s requested 13 May 2020 

PFT score was not available in the record nor submitted by Petitioner, the Board determined the 

retake score of 193 on the 26 March 2020 PFT was the more appropriate replacement PFT.   

 

After determining the 13 February 2020 PFT should be replaced with the score from the 26 

March 2020 PFT, the Board did not consider Petitioner’s request to remove the fitness report for 

the reporting period 1 April 2019 to 31 March 2020 because he has not exhausted his 

administrative remedies by first requesting the Performance Evaluation Review Board remove 

the adverse report.  Further, the Board did not consider Petitioner’s request to remove the FY 

2021 SNCO Selection Board failure of selection and grant remedial consideration for selection 

by the FY 2021 Selection Board because he has not exhausted his administrative remedies. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

 

In view of the above, the Board directs the following corrective action. 

 






