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military recruiters and access for re-
cruiting by other potential employers. 

Based on this information and any 
additional facts you can provide, De-
partment of Defense officials will make 
a determination as to your institu-
tion’s eligibility to receive funds by 
grant or contract. That decision may 
affect eligibility for funding from ap-
propriations of the Departments of De-
fense, Transportation, Labor, Health 
and Human Services, Education, and 
related agencies. Should it be deter-
mined that [University] as an institu-
tion of higher education (or any subele-
ment of the institution) is in violation 
of the aforementioned statutes and reg-
ulations, such funding would be 
stopped, and the institution of higher 
education (including any subelements 
of the institution) would remain ineli-
gible to receive such funds until and 
unless the Department of Defense de-
termines that the institution has 
ceased the offending policies and prac-
tices. 

I regret that this action may have to 
be taken. Successful recruiting re-
quires that Department of Defense re-
cruiters have equal access to students 
on the campuses of colleges and univer-
sities [and student-recruiting informa-
tion], and at the same time, have effec-
tive relationships with the officials and 
student bodies of those institutions. I 
hope it will be possible to identify and 
correct any policies or practices that 
inhibit military recruiting at your 
school. [My representative, (name), is] 
[I am] available to answer any of your 
questions by telephone at [telephone 
number]. I look forward to your reply. 

Sincerely, 

APPENDIX B TO PART 216—ROTC 
SAMPLE LETTER OF INQUIRY 

(Tailor letter to situation presented) 
Dr. Jane Smith, 

President, ABC University, Anywhere, 
USA 12345–9876. 

Dear Dr. Smith: I understand that 
ABC University has [refused a request 
from a Military Department to estab-
lish a Senior ROTC unit at your insti-
tution] [refused to continue existing 
ROTC programs at your institu-
tion][prevented students from partici-
pation at a Senior ROTC program at 

another institution] by a policy or 
practice of the University. 

Current Federal law (10 U.S.C. 983) 
denies the use of certain Federal funds 
through grants or contracts, to include 
payment on such contracts or grants 
previously obligated, (excluding any 
Federal funding to an institution of 
higher education, or to an individual, 
to be available solely for student finan-
cial assistance, related administrative 
costs, or costs associated with attend-
ance) from appropriations of the De-
partments of Defense, Transportation, 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Education, and related agencies to in-
stitutions of higher education (includ-
ing any subelements of such institu-
tions) that have a policy or practice of 
prohibiting or preventing the Sec-
retary of Defense from maintaining, es-
tablishing, or efficiently operating a 
Senior ROTC unit. Implementing regu-
lations are codified at Title 32, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 216. 

This letter provides you an oppor-
tunity to clarify your institution’s pol-
icy regarding ROTC access on the cam-
pus of ABC University. In that regard, 
I request, within the next 30 days, a 
written statement of the institution 
with respect to [define the problem 
area(s)]. 

Based on this information, Depart-
ment of Defense officials will make a 
determination as to your institution’s 
eligibility to receive the above-ref-
erenced funds by grant or contract. 
That decision may affect eligibility for 
funding from appropriations of the De-
partments of Defense, Transportation, 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Education, and related agencies. 
Should it be determined that [Univer-
sity] as an institution of higher edu-
cation (or any subelement of the insti-
tution) is in violation of the aforemen-
tioned statutes and regulations, such 
funding would be stopped, and the in-
stitution of higher education (includ-
ing any subelements of the institution) 
would remain ineligible to receive such 
funds until and unless the Department 
of Defense determines that the institu-
tion has ceased the offending policies 
and practices. 

I regret that this action may have to 
be taken. Successful officer procure-
ment requires that the Department of 
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Defense maintain a strong ROTC pro-
gram. I hope it will be possible to [de-
fine the correction to the aforemen-
tioned problem area(s)]. [My represent-
ative, (name), is] [I am] available to 
answer any of your questions by tele-
phone at [telephone number]. I look 
forward to your reply. 
Sincerely, 

PART 218—GUIDANCE FOR THE DE-
TERMINATION AND REPORTING 
OF NUCLEAR RADIATION DOSE 
FOR DOD PARTICIPANTS IN THE 
ATMOSPHERIC NUCLEAR TEST 
PROGRAM (1945–1962) 

Sec. 
218.1 Policies. 
218.2 General procedures. 
218.3 Dose reconstruction methodology. 
218.4 Dose estimate reporting standards. 

AUTHORITY: Pub. L. 98–542, 98 Stat. 2725 (38 
U.S.C. 354 Note.) 

SOURCE: 50 FR 42521, Oct. 21, 1985, unless 
otherwise noted. 

§ 218.1 Policies. 
(a) Upon request by the Veterans Ad-

ministration in connection with a 
claim for compensation, or by a vet-
eran or his or her representative, avail-
able information shall be provided by 
the applicable Military Service which 
shall include all material aspects of 
the radiation environment to which 
the veteran was exposed and shall in-
clude inhaled, ingested and neutron 
doses. In determining the veteran’s 
dose, initial neutron, initial gamma, 
residual gamma, and internal (inhaled 
and ingested) alpha, beta, and gamma 
shall be considered. However, doses will 
be reported as gamma dose, neutron 
dose, and internal dose. The minimum 
standards for reporting dose estimates 
are set forth in § 218.4. 

(b) The basic means by which to 
measure dose from exposure to ionizing 
radiation is the film badge. Of the esti-
mated 220,000 Department of Defense 
participants in atmospheric nuclear 
weapons tests, about 145,000 have film 
badge dose data available. The infor-
mation contained in the records has 
been reproduced in a standard format 
and is being provided to each military 
service, which can use the film badge 

dose data to obtain a radiation dose for 
a particular individual from that serv-
ice. This is done upon request from the 
individual, the individual’s representa-
tive, the Veterans Administration, or 
others as authorized by the Privacy 
Act. Upon request, the participant or 
his or her authorized representative 
will be informed of the specific meth-
odologies and assumptions employed in 
estimating his or her dose. The partici-
pant can use this information to obtain 
independent options regarding expo-
sure. 

(c) From 1945 through 1954, the DoD 
and Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) 
policy was to issue badges only to a 
portion of the personnel in a homo-
geneous unit such as a platoon of a bat-
talion combat team, Naval ship or air-
craft crew. Either one person was 
badged in a group performing the same 
function, or only personnel expected to 
be exposed to radiation were badged. 
After 1954, the policy was to badge all 
personnel. But, some badges were 
unreadable and some records were lost 
or destroyed, as in the fire at the Fed-
eral Records Center in St. Louis. For 
these reasons the Nuclear Test Per-
sonnel Review (NTPR) Program has fo-
cused on determining the radiation 
dose for those personnel (about 75,000) 
who were not issued film badges or for 
whom film badge records are not avail-
able. 

(d) In order to determine the radi-
ation dose to individuals for whom film 
badge data are not available, alter-
native approaches are used as cir-
cumstances warrant. All approaches re-
quire investigation of individual or 
group activities and their relationship 
to the radiological environment. First, 
if it is apparent that personnel were 
not present in the radiological environ-
ment and had no other potential for ex-
posure, then their dose is zero. Second, 
if some members of a group had film 
badge readings and others did not—and 
if all members had a common relation-
ship with the radiological 
enviroment—then doses for unbadged 
personnel can be calculated. Third, 
where sufficient badge readings or a 
common relationship to the radio-
logical environment does not exist, 
dose reconstruction is performed. This 
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