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	On May 14, 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.  
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(14-0884-CC)  Jennetta Porter vs. UAMS.  This claim was filed for personal injury, pain & suffering and refund of expenses in the amount of $50,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed this claim for Claimant’s failure to meet the burden of proof with respect to causation as required by law.                       

	Attorneys:  Shelia Campbell, for Claimant
		       Sherri Robinson, for Respondent

(15-0439-CC) April Pillows vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for pain and suffering and personal injury in an unspecified amount. The Claims Commission unanimously granted Respondent’s oral “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to appear and prosecute the claim.

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


(14-0967-CC) Lisa Gonzalez vs. Pulaski Tech. This claim was filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, mental anguish, negligence and refund of medical expenses in the amount of $100,000.00. The Claims Commission unanimously found partial liability on the part of the Respondent in its failure to supervise and monitor Claimant and awards Claimant the amount of $7,500.00.

             Attorneys:  Paige Breech, for Claimant
		        Charles Lyford, for Respondent

















COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 


(12-0196-CC)  Kenny & Pamela Metheny vs. UAMS.  In this claim filed for negligence and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion for Reconsideration” and orders this claim to be set for hearing.

[bookmark: _GoBack](14-0846-CC)  Gregory Holt vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for other (loss of money), the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Claimant’s “Motion for Summary Judgement,” for Respondent’s failure to respond. Therefore, the Claimant’s “Motion for Summary Judgement” is hereby granted.

(15-0044-CC)  Orvil Loftis vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, negligence and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 contained in the motion.   Therefore, this 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 denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available. Therefore, the Commission’s April 9, 2015, order remains in effect.

(15-0186-CC)  George Riley vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, 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.


(15-0235-CC)  Roger Bradford vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, 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.

(15-0256-CC)  Kedrick Darrough 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, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0275-CC)  Willie Starr vs. DOC.  In this claim for loss of property, 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.

(15-0292-CC)  Zachary Willis vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, personal injury and negligence, the Claim Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” and orders this claim be set for hearing.

(15-0316-CC)  Julius Johnson 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, 3 and 4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0333-CC)  Antonio Coley vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and negligence, the Claim Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” and orders this claim be set for hearing.

(15-0347-CC)  Weymar Perea vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, 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.

(15-0351-CC)  Aaron Hodge 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.

(15-0353-CC)  Jimmy Frazier vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-6 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0356-CC)  Demontray Neal vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, 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.

(15-0358-CC)  Donnie Robison 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, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.


(15-0386-CC)   Justin Thomas vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, 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.

(15-0416-CC)  Sidney Harvey vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, 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.

(15-0423-CC)  Steve Bader 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 2 and 3 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0504-CC) Kedrick Darrough 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 2 and 3 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0505-CC) Kedrick Darrough 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, 3 and 4 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 denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available. Therefore, the Commission’s April 9, 2015, order remains in effect.

(15-0554-CC)  Amber Ybarra vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration.” Therefore, the Commission’s April 9, 2015, order remains in effect.

(15-0570-CC) Guy Hays vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available. Therefore, the Commission’s March 12, 2015, order remains in effect.

(15-0584-CC)  Wishorne Turner 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.

(15-0590-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, 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.


(15-0601-CC)  Charles Leggett vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, failure to follow procedure, mental anguish, personal injury and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-5 and 7 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0610-CC)  APAC-Tennessee, Inc. vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for breach of contract and loss of profit, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” due to a “finding of facts” issue. Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(15-0618-CC) Ke’Ondre Chestang vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, negligence, failure to follow procedure, 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.

(15-0634-CC) Maurice Robinson vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission denies the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” and grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Hold Claim in Abeyance.” Therefore this claim will be held in abeyance until all parties are ready to proceed to hearing.

(15-0638-CC)  Tanya Jones vs. ATU.  In this claim filed for property damage, 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.


(15-0640-CC)  Billy Kiefer vs. ADCC.  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 1-5 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0641-CC) Jeremy Kennedy  vs. ADCC.  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 1-4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0771-CC) Stanley Foster vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for personal injury, property damage, pain and suffering and negligence, 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.











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 May 14, 2015, State Claims Commission dockets.



 _________________________________
H.T. Moore, Co-Chair



_________________________________
Mica Strother, Commissioner



_________________________________
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner
