
 
 
 

Uploaded to the VFC Website 
   July 2014    

 
 

This Document has been provided to you courtesy of Veterans-For-Change! 
 

Feel free to pass to any veteran who might be able to use this information! 
 

For thousands more files like this and hundreds of links to useful information, and hundreds of 
“Frequently Asked Questions, please go to: 

 

Veterans-For-Change
 

 
 

If Veterans don’t help Veterans, who will? 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Note:  VFC is not liable for source information in this document, it is merely 
provided as a courtesy to our members & subscribers. 

 
 

 

Riverside County, California 

http://www.veterans-for-change.org/


Page 11 of 22

not by aircraft from U.S Air Force bases.

As of this date, the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) does not currently recognize remote
or secondary exposure to Agent Orange from contact with aircraft or equipment previously
used in Vietnam_ I t  should also be noted that the U.S. Air Force (USAF) recently collected
and analyzed numerous samples from C-123 aircraft to test for Agent Orange. The Air Force's

0  1 recent risk assessment report dated April 27, 2012 found that potential exposures to Agent
Orange in C-I23 planes used after the Vietnam War were unlikely to have put aircrew or
passengers at risk for future health problems. The report concluded that a) there was not enough
information and data to conclude how much individual persons would have been exposed to
Agent Orange, b) that exposure to Agent Orange in these aircraft after the Vietnam War was
lower than exposure during the spraying missions in Vietnam, and c) potential Agent Orange
exposures were unlikely to have exceed standards set by regulators or to have put people at risk
for future health problems.

Consequent t  ough some evidence supports your claim, the totality of the evidence of
record fails s f a c t o r i l y  demonstrate that you served in or visited the Republic of Vietnam
or were exposed to Agent Orange/herbicides in the meaning of 38 CFR 3.307(6)(iii)_ Further
disqualifying, the evidence fails to demonstrate a diagnosis of ischemic heart disease to qualify
you for the presumption of service connection based on such exposure. Further disqualifying,
there is no evidence that ischemic heart disease manifested to a compensable degree within one
year from your discharge to qualify you for presumptive service connection. Therefore, the
evidence fails to establish an event, injury, or disease during service and evidence of a current
disability attributable to such an event, in
connection must be denied at this time.
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Here is the standard boilderplate language 
used in most VA C-123 claim denials
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