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              3 March 2022
MEMORANDUM FOR [Your Commander]
SUBJECT:  Request for Reconsideration, Financial Liability, Investigation of Property Loss WHLQAA-2022-HHD-519Hsp-0001, $250.50
1.  Pursuant to AR 735-5, chapter 13, I hereby request reconsideration of the assessment of financial liability against me for the loss of Government property in the subject investigation. 
2.  The property loss resulted when explain what happened. Be detailed and refer to events chronologically.

3.  The FLO has not proven that I was negligent and that said negligence resulted in the loss. Without proof of these elements, there is no theory of liability upon which I can be held liable. 

a. Regulatory Guidance. Pursuant to AR 735-5, para. 13-29(b)(l), before a person can be held financially liable, the facts must show that he or she violated a particular duty of care toward the property through negligence or willful misconduct. It must further be proven that the negligence was the proximate cause of the loss (13-29(c)). AR 735- 5, para. 13-29(b)(2) defines simple negligence as the absence of due care, by an act or omission of a person which lacks the degree of care for the property that a reasonably prudent person would have taken under similar circumstances to avoid loss, damage, or destruction to the property. Based on these regulations, before I can be held liable, I must be found negligent and that negligence must have also been the proximate cause of the loss or damage.
b. Culpability. I was not culpable for the loss of the M50 Pro Mask. According to oAR 735-5, para. 13, in order for a person found to have personal responsibility for property to be liable, he must fial to “exercise reasonable and prudent actions to properly use, care for, and safeguard all Government property in his or her physical possession.” I did everything a reasonable and prudent person would have done under similar circumstances. Explain why you acted reasonably. As such, I am not culpable and request that this recommendation be dismissed. 

c. Proximate Cause. AR 735-5, paragraph 13-29(c) states that proximate cause is “the natural and continuous sequence [of events] unbroken by a new cause [that] produced the loss.” The FLO based his findings on the fact that _________ (explain why the FLO found you liable). State any facts you believe were the intervening cause of the loss. For example, when I returned to the drying racks to get my mask, several/most of the masks were already taken. Out of the few remaining I grabbed the one I reasonably believed to be mine. I did not have any record of my serial number to double check. My actions did not cause the loss, therefore this recommendation should be dismissed. 
4.  I am not liable for the lost government equipment. The FLO cannot prove that I proximately caused the loss. Absent proof of this essential element, I cannot be held liable for the loss. If I am found liable, however, I request the amount of liability be canceled due to [state your financial reasons]. If this is not possible, I request the amount be collected over a twelve-month period. 
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