MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

May 12, 2016


	On April 12, 2016, 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.  
Mica Strother, Co-Chair
Jimmy Simpson, Commissioner
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner



May 12, 2016 

(16-0493CC) Tanya L. Lee vs. AHTD. This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $743.12. The Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s oral “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to appear and prosecute claim.

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

(16-0516-CC) Casey T. McGill 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 the Claimant’s one (1) minor children.

	Attorney: Pro Se, for Claimant
                            Katina Hodge, for Respondent

(16-0488-CC) Paragould Doctors Clinic vs. DHS/CFS. This claim was filed for and unpaid bill in the amount of $100.00. This claim was settled prior to hearing.

	Attorney: Pro Se, for Claimant
                            Richard Rosen, for Respondent





NO CLAIMS SCHEDULED FOR FRIDAY, MAY 13, 2016 DUE TO MEETING WITH NEW APPOINTED BOARD CONCERNING CANCER AND FIREMAN DEATH. 10:00 A.M. TILL NOON.

                          
 




                            







COMMISSION’S  CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING



(16-0225-CC) Wesley Jefferson vs. DOC. In this claim filed failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgement.” Therefore this motion is denied and dismissed.

(16-0287-CC) Rickey Taylor vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property and 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 would change the prior decision of the Claims Commission. Therefore, the Commission’s March 9, 2016, order remains in effect.

(16-0364-CC) Emmanuel Covington vs. DOC. In this claim filed for personal injury, negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0440-CC) William Gullion vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property, 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 March 9, 2016, order remains in effect.

(16-0485-CC) Samuel Smith vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-7 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0510-CC) Cloyd Nation vs. DOC. In this claim filed failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgement.” Therefore this motion is denied and dismissed.

(16-0524-CC) Calvin Lowe vs. DOC. In this claim filed for mental anguish and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-4 & 4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0526-CC) Arthur Taylor vs. DOC. In this claim was filed for failure to follow procedure, mental anguish and pain and suffering, 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.

(16-0527-CC) Ashley Kaufman vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0534-CC) Wesley Jefferson vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property, 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.

(16-0535-CC) Wilson Mc Crakin vs. DOC. In these claims 1 and 2 both filed for loss of property and failure to follow procedure, , 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.

(16-0560-CC) Leslie Steen vs. ASC. In this claim filed under other, refund of expenses, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration.” Therefore this claim will be set for hearing and the parties notified accordingly.
(16-0566-CC) Kevin Wright 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 2-4 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0579-CC) Clarence Mixon 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.

(16-0584-CC) Jerry Russell vs. DOC. In this claim filed for mental anguish and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-3 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0585-CC) Jay Marion vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0595-CC) Malichi Muhammad vs. DOC. In this claim filed for loss of property, 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.

(16-0605-CC) Kenneth Davis vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, loss of property and refund of expenses, 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.

(16-0606-CC) Lee Baker vs. DOC. In this claim filed for personal injury, mental anguish and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0617-CC) Mark Williams vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, negligence and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0619-CC) Norris Williams vs. DOC. In this claim filed for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0620-CC) Brad Odin Meeks Krieger vs. DOC. In this claim filed under other, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-3 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0622-CC) Nathan Reddin vs. DOC. In this claim filed for negligence, failure to follow procedure and pain and suffering, 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 March 9, 2016, order remains in effect.

(16-0629-CC) Elizabeth Gray vs. AHTD. In this claim filed for property damage, 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.

(16-0642-CC) L.E. Fisher, III vs. AHTD. In this claim filed for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0643-CC) Dolan J. Vines vs. DOC. In this claim filed for pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-9 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0649-CC) Deadrun Tolefree 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 contained in the motion. Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(16-0651-CC) Anthony Murphy vs. DOC. In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
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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 12, 2016, State Claims Commission dockets.


 _________________________________
Mica Strother, Co-Chair


_________________________________
Jimmy Simpson, Commissioner


_________________________________
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner



