MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

December 15, 2005
         

On December 15, 2005, the Commission held it’s hearing in the Commission’s Office in Suite 410 of the Main Street Mall Building, 101 E. Capitol Ave, Ste. 410, Little Rock, Arkansas, with the following Commissioners present to review motions and hear claims:












December 15, 2005






Joe Peacock, Co-Chair






Henry Kinslow, Commissioner






Smokey Campbell, Commissioner

Thursday December 15, 2005                        
(05-1133-CC)  Marcelle Leamons vs. UCA.  In this claim filed for personal injury and pain and suffering in the amount of $40,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously found liability on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awarded the claim in the amount of $10,000.00

Attorneys:
Michael LeBoeuf, for Claimant




Jack Gillean, for Respondent

(06-0243-CC)  Stacey Corley vs. DWE/ARS.  This claim filed for salary due in the amount of $79,081.42 was taken under advisement.

Attorneys:
Angela Echols, for Claimant




Patricia Bell, for Respondent

(06-0243-CC)  Amanda Stratton vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,703.73 was unanimously denied and dismissed for the Claimant’s failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence any liability on the part of the Respondent.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

(05-1032-CC)  Kenneth Martin vs. SOA.  In this claim filed for disability benefits in the amount of $10,000.00 was unanimously allowed, following a recommendation by the Respondent, in the amount of $10,000 with higher educational scholarship benefits for the claimant’s children.   The record has been left open for the Claimant’s legal counsel to submit additional information pertaining to scholarship benefit eligibility for the Claimant’s spouse.

Attorneys:
Phillip Wilson, for Claimant




Ashley Argo, for Respondent

(05-1007-CC)  Clinton and Estelene Mason vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for personal injury and pain and suffering in the amount of $3,000.00 was unanimously denied and dismissed for the Claimant’s failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence any liability on the part of the Respondent.

Attorneys:
Kevin Orr & Scott Wilhite, for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

COMMISSION’S DECISIONS MADE ON OTHER BUSINESS

COMMISSION’S RULINGS ON OUT OF DATE/FORGED WARRANTS

 (06‑0596‑CC)  SAP Public Sector and Education vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $12,000.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

COMMISSION’S DECISIONS MADE ON PREVIOUSLY HEARD CLAIMS

COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING

(06-0384-CC)  Jarvis Rodger, Sr. vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for personal injury in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.  Although the claim was dismissed “without prejudice,” the Commission unanimously finds that the claim was not re-filed within the one year time frame allowed for the refilling of a claim dismissed “without prejudice,” as set forth in Rule 41.  Therefore, this claim was unanimously denied and dismissed.

(06-0370-CC)  Jessie Buchanan, #099656 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $2,500.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent for the reasons contained therein.  This claim is therefore denied and dismissed.

(06-0212-CC)  Jerry Ellis, #078658 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence in the amount of $25,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent for the reasons contained therein.  This claim is therefore denied and dismissed.

(06-0435-CC)  Juanita Marks. Vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for salary due in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.  This claim is therefore denied and dismissed.

(06-0358-CC)  Wendell Chisum, #094588.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $1,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.  This claim is therefore denied and dismissed.

(06-0357-CC)  Dustin Conaway, #117666.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $149.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.  This claim is therefore denied and dismissed.

(06-0289-CC)  Solo Shakuur, #107323 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $1,650.00 the Claims Commission unanimously denied the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing.

(06-0388-CC)  Est. of Francis Rodgers. vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for wrongful death in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.  Although the claim was dismissed “without prejudice,” the Commission unanimously finds that the claim was not re-filed within the one year time frame allowed for the refilling of a claim dismissed “without prejudice,” as set forth in Rule 41.  Therefore, this claim was unanimously denied and dismissed.

(06-0387-CC)  Est. of Everett Rodgers. vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for wrongful death in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.  Although the claim was dismissed “without prejudice,” the Commission unanimously finds that the claim was not re-filed within the one year time frame allowed for the refilling of a claim dismissed “without prejudice,” as set forth in Rule 41.  Therefore, this claim was unanimously denied and dismissed.

(06-0490-CC)  James Fudge, SK-950 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury in the amount of $2,500.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Claimant’s “Motion for Production of Recorded Data/Photographic Recordings, Security Surveillance Footage Unedited of USMU Cell Block Four of ADC on 08/06/05.”  The Commission unanimously ordered the Respondent to comply with the Claimant’s motion by Thursday, January 5, 2006.

(06-0385-CC)  Est. of Jarvis Rodgers, JR.. vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for personal injury in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.  Although the claim was dismissed “without prejudice,” the Commission unanimously finds that the claim was not re-filed within the one year time frame allowed for the refilling of a claim dismissed “without prejudice,” as set forth in Rule 41.  Therefore, this claim was unanimously denied and dismissed.

CONTROVERSIAL/NON‑CONTROVERSIAL CLAIMS ALLOWED
(SEE ATTACHED PAGES 49/FY)

CONTROVERSIAL & NON‑CONTROVERSIAL CLAIMS/AGENCY ORDERED TO PAY  (SEE ATTACHED PAGE 51/FY)

CONTROVERSIAL & NON‑CONTROVERSIAL CLAIMS/DENIED &/OR DISMISSED  (SEE ATTACHED PAGE 52/FY)


This completed all the business on the December 15, 2005, State Claims Commission Docket.






___________________________________

Joe Peacock, Co-Chair  

_________________________________

Henry Kinslow, Commissioner


 _________________________________

Smokey Campbell, Commissioner

