MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

September 10 &11, 2015


	On September 10th and 11th, 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
Mica Strother, Commissioner
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner


On September 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.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Richard Mays, Co-Chair
H.T. Moore, Commissioner
 Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner

September 10, 2015

(15-0813-CC)  Richard Logue vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent. Applicable state-provided educational scholarship benefits have also been awarded to Claimant’s spouse and Claimant’s one (1) child.                      

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

(15-0479-CC)  Matilda Bradford vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for death benefits in an unspecified amount.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $200,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent.                       

	Attorneys:  Scott Richardson, for Claimant
		       David Dawson, for Respondent

(15-0919-CC)  Donald Johnson vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for property damage and loss of wages in the amount of $6,321.22.  The Claims Commission unanimously granted Respondent’s oral “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to appear and prosecute this claim at the scheduled hearing time.                       

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

(15-0754-CC) Lisa Wheeler vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $660.30.  The Claims Commission, following a hearing, denied and dismissed this claim without prejudice.
	
	Attorney: Pro Se, for Claimant
                            David Dawson, for Respondent




(15-0792-CC) Jerry Blackwood vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $5,000.00. Following the presentation of a “Negotiated Settlement Agreement,” the Claims Commission unanimously allows this claim in the amount of $3, 500.00.

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

(15-0765-CC) Arthur Woods, Jr. vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $1,554.08.  Following a hearing, the Claims Commission unanimously found liability on the part of the Respondent and awarded this claim in the amount of $500.00 which represents the Claimant’s insurance deductible.

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

(15-0659-CC) Curtis Jordan vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $1,627.84. The Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed this claim for Claimant’s failure to prove negligence on the part of the Respondent.

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



On September 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.
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September 11, 2015 

(15-0859-CC) Melissa Grant vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $1,503.50. The Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed this claim for Claimant’s failure to prove negligence on the part of the Respondent.

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

(15-0840-CC) Sherah DeeAnn Fifer vs. SOA. This claim was filed for death and scholarship benefits in an unspecified amount.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $200,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent. Applicable state-provided educational scholarship benefits have also been awarded to Claimant’s two (2) minor children.

	Attorney: James E. Hensley, Jr., for Claimant
                            Charles Lyford, for Respondent

(15-0940-CC) Lance Bradshaw vs. SOA. This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent. Applicable state-provided educational scholarship benefits have also been awarded to Claimant’s spouse and Claimant’s one (1) minor child pending receipt of additional paperwork.

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


(16-0055-CC) Jason D. Norman vs. SOA. This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent. Applicable state-provided educational scholarship benefits have also been awarded to Claimant’s spouse and child.

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


(16-00084-CC) Michael Brammer vs. SOA. This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed this claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following an admission of liability and recommendation by the Respondent. Applicable state-provided educational scholarship benefits have also been awarded to Claimant’s spouse and Claimant’s three (3) children.

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


COMMISSION’S  CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING



(12-0377-CC) Robin Earnest vs. OTC. In this claim was filed for personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Respondent’s “Motion for Reconsideration.” Specific facts will be presented at the time of the final hearing.

(15-0600-CC) Ahmeen Mumit vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, personal injury and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” due to an issue of facts and orders this claim to be set for hearing.

(15-0631-CC) Ruth Richmond vs. PCC. In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” and orders this claim to be set for hearing.

(15-0697-CC) Delwrick Coleman vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Claimant Motion to Compel.” Therefore, Claimant’s “Claimant Motion to Compel” is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0775-CC) Steven McArthur vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants “Claimant’s Response to Respondent’s Response to Motion for Production of Documents and Motion to Supplement Motion to Production of Documents” submitted on August 10, 2015 and orders the Respondent to file a response to Claimant’s request on or before Thursday, September 24, 2015.

(15-0779-CC) Jeffery Pitts vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the “Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” due to an issue of fact and orders this claim to be set for hearing.

(15-0838-CC) Joseph Smith 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.

(15-0881-CC) James Smith vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Claimant’s “Motion to Compel” submitted on August 7, 2015 and order the Respondent to respond to Claimant’s “Request for Production of Documents” on or before Thursday, September 24, 2015.

(15-0910-CC) Amy Felton vs. UAMS. In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence, pain and suffering and loss of wages, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the “Claimant’s Motion for Dismissal Without Prejudice” and dismisses this claim. The Claimant has one (1) year from the date of this opinion to refile this claim with the Arkansas State Claims Commission.

(15-0911-CC) Merita Combs vs. UAMS. In this claim filed for negligence, pain and suffering, mental anguish and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that would change the prior decision of the Claims Commission. Therefore, the Commission’s August 13, 2015, order remains in effect.

(15-0934-CC) William Talley vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, personal injury and negligence, the Claim Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” due to an issue of fact and orders this claim to be set for hearing.

(16-0002-CC) Sparkman Learning Ctr., Inc. vs. DHS. In  this claim filed for refund of expenses, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Claimant’s “Motion of Non-Suit” without prejudice and dismisses this claim. The Claimant has one (1) year from the date of this opinion to refile this claim with the Arkansas State Claims Commission.

(16-0026-CC) Jessie Hill vs. DOC/ASCC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that would change the prior decision of the Claims Commission. Therefore, the Commission’s August 13, 2015, order remains in effect.

(16-0044-CC) Kellie Springs vs. UAMS. In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence, and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies and dismisses the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” due to an issue of facts.

(16-0044-CC) Kellie Springs vs. UAMS. In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence, and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Hold 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 September 10th and 11th, 2015, State Claims Commission dockets.
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Richard Mays, Co-Chair


_________________________________
H.T. Moore, Co-Chair


_________________________________
Mica Strother, Commissioner


_________________________________
Jimmy Simpson, Jr., Commissioner












