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30 Sep 2003

MEMORANDUM FOR Region, Brigade and Battalion Commanders, U.S. Army Cadet Command

SUBJECT:  Change to Scholarship Age Limit

1.  Effective School Year 2003/2004, the allowable maximum age to receive a scholarship will change.  Applicants are now eligible to receive a scholarship if they are less than 31 years of age on 31 December of the calendar year in which they are eligible for commission.  This standard is the same for non-prior service and prior service applicants.  Under the law, extensions are not allowed for active duty service.  Since this is a law not a policy, no exceptions are authorized.  This age limit is non-waiverable.

2.  CCR 145-1 will be updated NLT 30 October 2003, to reflect this change.  It will include a worksheet to determine the age of applicants.  

3.  Applicants beyond the age of 27 may have less to offer and remain competitive for Battalion Commands.  Only those exceptionally fit applicants should be considered.  Ensure stringent adherence to all SAL characteristics.

4.  POC for questions is the Cadet Life Cycle Help Desk at 

1-877-594-5658 or e-mail cadet-helpdesk@monroe.army.mil.

FOR THE COMMANDER:

   //Original Signed//

   RODNEY A. PHILLIPS

   Colonel, GS

   Chief of Staff 

Explanation:  

In the copy for correction that was returned the following was highlighted as redundant

Under the law, extensions are not allowed for active duty service.  Since this is a law not a policy, no exceptions are authorized.  

I would argue that it is not redundant, but a very clear clarification.  I realize the sentence before it states that non-prior service and prior service are treated the same.  However, in my opinion over 50% of the schools will ask if an extension is authorized.  Because under the old law extensions were authorized.  Under the old CC policy extensions were authorized.  Therefore, this is a very clear unambiguous clarification.  The second sentence explains why no waivers or exceptions are authorized, e.g., it is a law.  

You may change it if you wish, but if you do it will result in questions.  In fact, this will result in questions.  Just trying to reduce them.  

V/r

Jim

