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______________________________________________________________
APPLICANT REQUESTS THAT:

His narrative reason for separation (hardship) be changed to a medical reason.

________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT CONTENDS THAT:

During his time in the Air Force he was diagnosed with several ailments such as diabetes, and multiple knee and ankle surgeries which prevented him from being deployed.  He believes if he would not have left the service when he did he would have eventually been forced to leave under other than honorable conditions.  Consequently he chose to separate under hardship reasons instead.  He stated at the time there were no derogatory reviews or appraisals, he was doing well and was attending college with hopes of becoming a commissioned officer in the Air Force and eventually retiring.  
His complete submission, with attachments is at Exhibit A.
________________________________________________________________

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

Applicant enlisted in the Regular Air Force on 18 November 1992. 

On 24 September 2002, he requested an early separation due to financial hardship via AF Form 31, Airman’s Request for Early Separation/Separation Based on Change in Service Obligation.  On 2 October 2002, his unit commander recommended approval of his request.  On 4 November 2002, his wing commander approved the request allowing the applicant to separate.  On 14 November 2002 he was discharged in the grade of staff sergeant with service characterized as honorable.  He was assigned reenlistment eligibility code of “4A” which denotes “hardship”.  
He served a total of 9 years, 11 months and 27 days on active duty.
________________________________________________________________

AIR FORCE EVALUATION:

The BCMR Medical Consultant recommends denial.  The Medical Consultant states a review of the medical records confirms the presence of various medical conditions while in service but the preponderance of evidence of the record does not indicate that those conditions were unfitting for continued military service at the time the applicant decided to voluntarily separate.  While these conditions may have later become unfitting with passage of time if the applicant had not separated, this is not a basis to retroactively grant disability benefits.  Actions and disposition in these cases are proper and equitable reflecting compliance with Air Force directives that implement the law, subsequently, the Medical Consultant is of the opinion that no change in the records is warranted.
The complete BCMR Medical Consultant evaluation is at Exhibit C.  

________________________________________________________________

APPLICANT'S REVIEW OF AIR FORCE EVALUATION:
A copy of the Air Force evaluation was forwarded to the applicant on 13 December 2006 for review and comment within 30 days.  As of this date, this office has received no response (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 warranting a change in his honorable discharge to a medical discharge.  Applicant’s contentions are duly noted; however, we agree with the opinions and recommendation of the BCMR Medical Consultant and adopt his rationale as the basis for our conclusion that the applicant has not been the victim of an error or injustice.  While the applicants records confirms the presence of various medical conditions, the preponderance of the evidence of record does not indicate that those conditions were unfitting for continued military service at the time the applicant decided to voluntary separate. 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 BC-2005-03792 in Executive Session on 31 January 2007, under the provisions of AFI 36-2603:




Mr. Michael J. Maglio, Panel Chair




Ms. Kathy L. Boockholdt, Member




Ms. Sharon B. Seymour, Member

The following documentary evidence was considered:

   Exhibit A.  DD Form 149, dated 5 Dec 05, w/atchs.

   Exhibit B.  Applicant's Master Personnel Records.

   Exhibit C.  BCMR Medical Consultant Letter, dated 12 Dec 06.

   Exhibit D.  Letter, SAF/MRBR, dated 13 Dec 06.


MICHAEL J. MAGLIO


Panel Chair
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