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who are retired are not eligible tO cransfer. Informat-on about
the Post-9/11 GI Bill has been readily and publicly available,
and you could have used available resources to educate yourself
on your educational benefits.

Your application claims, "I was eligible to transfer to the
FleelL Rescrve Fenruary »5 ©901l1. 1 was stationea at the Navy
Personnel command (NPC) at the time the post 9/11 GI (BJ1ll was
enacted and consulted several individuals prior to electing to
cransfer to the Fleet Reserve.” petitioner further claims that
wone of those individuals was a person responsible for the
approval to transfer eligibility for all Navy members at NPC.
This individual i ensured me that this decision would
have no bearing on my ability to transfer benefits.” HOwever,
the Board found that you have provided no proof that you were
misled or given misinformation.

Your application further claims, "I am writing this notice of
Disagreement pased on the denial +hat I received from the
Department of Veteran 2ffaire dated 26 August 2013. This letter
states that I had an active duty date obligation end date
January 10, 2012 and that I was discharged with an eff
date of May 31, 2011, and did not complete his obligat
therefore am not eligible to +ransfer my Post 9-11 GI
spouse.” The Board members concurred with the advisory opinion,
and took intc C neideration, that on 11 January 2010, you
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Under these circumstances, t+he Board found that no relief 1is
warranted. Accordingly, your application has been denied. The
names and votes of the members of the panel will be furnished
upon request.

)

1t is regretted that +he circumstances of your case are such
that favorable action cannot be taken. You are entitled to have
the Board reconsider its decision upon submission of new
evidence within oneé Yyear from the date of the Board's decision.

w1 understand and agree LO remain in the armed Forces for the period required 1
understand that fallure Lo complete that service may lead to an overpavment by the
Department of veterans Affairs for any payments made . (Service documentation will
remain on file with the service)” .
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evidence not previous_.y considered by the Boa
its decision in this case. In this regard
keep in mind that 2 presumption of regular
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Sincerely,

OBERT J. O'NEILL
Executive Director

Enclosure: CNPC memo 1780 PERS-314 of 19 Nov 14




