

MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

April 9th & 10th, 2015


	On April 9th and 10th, 2015, the Claims Commission held hearings in the Commission’s Hearing Room in the Main Street Mall Building, 101 East Capitol Avenue, Suite 410, Little Rock, Arkansas.  
H. T. Moore, Co-Chair
Richard Mays, Commissioner
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner


April 9, 2015

(14-0917-CC)  Redstone Construction vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for breach of contract in the amount of $47,455.72.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $37,500.00 following the presentation of a “Negotiated Settlement Agreement” by the parties and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.                       

	Attorneys:  Ashley D. Peoples, for Claimant
		       Mark Umeda, for Respondent

(15-0542-CC) Claude Cruthis vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for  disability and scholarship benefits. The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following an admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.

             Attorneys:  Pro Se, for Claimant
		        Charles Lyford, for Respondent


(15-0500-CC) Ann Block vs. AHTD. This hearing was cancelled and the claim submitted for payment after the Respondent admitted liability prior to the hearing.

             Attorneys:  Pro Se, for Claimant
		        David Dawson, for Respondent


(15-0479-CC) Matilda Bradford vs. SOA. The hearing for this claim has been rescheduled at Claimant’s request.

              Attorneys:  Scott P. Richardson, for Claimant
		         Charles Lyford, for Respondent





On April 10, 2015, the Claims Commission held hearings in the Commission’s Hearing Room in the Main Street Mall Building, 101 East Capitol Avenue, Suite 410, Little Rock, Arkansas.
Richard Mays, Co-Chair
H. T. Moore, Commissioner
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner




April 10, 2015

(10-0776-CC)  Celeste Kassing vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for personal injury, negligence, pain and suffering, etc. in the amount of $3,000,000.00. The Claims Commission unanimously denies and dismissed this claim for lack of proximate cause.  
 
	Attorneys:  Richard Whiffen, for Claimant
	                   David Dawson, for Respondent

(10-0777-CC)  Celeste Kassing vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for wrongful death in the amount of $3,000,000.00. The Claims Commission unanimously denies and dismissed this claim for lack of proximate cause.  
 
	Attorneys:  Richard Whiffen, for Claimant
	                   David Dawson, for Respondent


(15-0242-CC)  Frederick Smith vs. SOA & ASP.  This claim was filed for pain and suffering, failure to follow procedure, mental anguish, loss of property, etc. in an unspecified amount.  The Claims Commission unanimously denies and dismissed this claim due to the statute of limitations has expired.

	Attorneys:  Pro Se, for Claimant
		       Nga Manfouz, for Respondent







COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 


(15-0032-CC)  John Lowery vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2 and 3 contained in the motion.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0055-CC)  Justin Jones vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence and personal injury the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0146-CC)  Wayne Flowers vs. DOC.  In this claim for loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.    

(15-0147-CC)  Delwrick Coleman vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0158-CC)  Timothy Owens vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.


(15-0177-CC)  Marion Westerman vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-5 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0200-CC)  Berry Morrow vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, mental anguish, negligence and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0417-CC)  Ashley Kaufman vs. DOC.  In this claim for pain and suffering, failure to follow procedure, mental anguish and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgement.”

[bookmark: _GoBack](15-0506-CC)  William French vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claim Commission hereby unanimously grants Claimant’s “Motion to for Reconsideration” and sets aside their previous order dated March 12, 2015.

(15-0519-CC)  Steven Cody vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-5 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0520-CC)  James Fudge vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0548-CC)  Lloyd Hamm vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 1-5 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0549-CC)  Frank Franklin vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0554-CC)  Amber Ybarra vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0568-CC)  Mary Robnett vs. ASCL.  In this claim filed for wrongful termination, loss of wages and breach of contract, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(15-0571-CC)  Jesse Furr vs. ASCL.  In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” and dismisses this claim without prejudice based on the information that the Claims Commission has received that the Claimant has received his book.


(15-0583-CC)  Rena Goodwin, Et. Al.  vs. UAMS.  In this claim filed for wrongful death and negligence, the Claims Commission has decided to hold the claim and the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” in abeyance, pending the pursuit and exhaustion of possible alternative remedies.  Therefore this claim will be held in abeyance.



CLAIMS ALLOWED
(SEE ATTACHED IF APPLICABLE)

CLAIMS AGENCY ORDERED TO PAY
(SEE ATTACHED IF APPLICABLE)

CLAIMS DENIED &/OR DISMISSED
(SEE ATTACHED IF APPLICABLE)


This completed all the business on the April 9th and 10th 2015, State Claims Commission dockets.



 _________________________________
Richard Mays, Co-Chair



_________________________________
H.T. Moore, Commissioner



_________________________________
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner
