MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

November 17, 2005
         

On November 17, 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:












November 17th    






Joe Peacock, Co-Chair






Melinda Pyle, Commissioner






Charles Williams, Commissioner

Thursday November 17, 2005                        
(04-1228-CC)  Guy Harris vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for wrongful death in an unspecified amount was unanimously denied and dismissed for the Claimant’s failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence any liabilty on the part of the Respondent.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

(06-0150-CC)  Paul Kendrick vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage and personal injury in the amount of $135.57 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “oral” “Motion to Dismiss” for the Claimant’s failure to appear and prosecute claim.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

(06-0243-CC)  Amanda Stratton vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,703.73, rescheduled at the request of the parties.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




Jan Scussel, for Respondent

(06-0355-CC)  Cary and Jennifer McManus vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $2,963.44 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “oral” “Motion to Dismiss” for the Claimant’s failure to appear and prosecute claim.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

(06-0338-CC)  Patti Griffin vs. SOA.  This claim filed for death benefits in the amount of $25,000.00 was unanimously  allowed in the amount of 100,000.00, with 2/3 going to the Spouse and 1/3 to the Son following an admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent, plus State provided higher educational scholarship benefits to Claimant and her son.

Attorneys:
Matt Hutsel, for Claimant




Ashley Buchanan, for Respondent

(06-0251-CC)  Estate of Edmond Booker vs. SOA.  This claim filed for death benefits in the amount of $25,000.00 was unanimously allowed in the amount of $12,500.00 ($6,250.00 to each child) following the admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the respondent.

Attorneys:
Chuck Howard, for Claimant




Ashley Buchanan, for Respondent

(06-0491-CC)   Delores Young, Administrator of the Estate of Edmond Booker vs. SOA.  This claim filed for death benefits in the amount of $25,000.00 was unanimously continued pending submission of additional information by the Claimant.

Attorneys:
Edward Schieffler, for Claimant




Ashley Buchanan, for Respondent


(04-1267-CC)   Romie Grady vs. DOC.  This claim filed for failure to follow procedures and personal injury in the amount of $300,000.00 was unanimously awarded by the Claims Commission  in the amount of $2,500.00   

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




Jan Scussel, for Respondent


(05-0551-CC)  Marquez Miller vs. DOC.  This claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $95.00 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:
Pro se for Claimant




Jan Scussel, for Respondent

(06-0171-CC)  James & Ila Macy vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for property damage and personal injury in an unspecified amount was settled by the agreement of the parties prior to hearing in the amount of $630.00 for James Macy and $9,370.00 for Ila Macy.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

COMMISSION’S DECISIONS MADE ON OTHER BUSINESS

(06-0034-CC)  Fred Gentry vs. ASP&T.  This claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,131.00 was at the Claimant’s request, reviewed by the Claims Commission based on the materials submitted by the parties.  The Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed the claim based on the Claimant’s  failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence liability on the part of the Respondent.

Attorneys:
Pro se for Claimant




Don Barnes, for Respondent

COMMISSION’S RULINGS ON OUT OF DATE/FORGED WARRANTS

 (06‑0476‑CC)  Follette College Bookstore vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $19,447.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0477‑CC)  Follette College Bookstore vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $34,186.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0478‑CC)  Follette College Bookstore vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $15,255.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0479‑CC)  Follette College Bookstore vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $20,190.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0444‑CC)  Connecticut General Life vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $67,923.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0464‑CC)  Avaya, Inc. vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $12,380.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0466‑CC)  Long Beach Mortgage vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $25,661.12was allowed in the amount sought.

(06‑0520‑CC)  Steve & Lynn Creekmore vs. DFA/RD.  This claim filed for reissuance of warrant in the amount of $22,840.00 was allowed in the amount sought.

COMMISSION’S DECISIONS MADE ON PREVIOUSLY HEARD CLAIMS

(05-0302-CC)  Donald Robinson, #92239 vs. DOC.  This claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $110.00, 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:
Pro se for Claimant




Jan Scussel, for Respondent

COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING

(06-0234-CC)  Robert Jackson, #112814 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence and failure to follow procedure in the amount of $5,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” This claim will be set for hearing.

(06-0199-CC)  Dwight Ford, #079929 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of funds in the amount of $176.15 the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.” This claim will be set for hearing.

(03-1071-CC)  Lee Gray, Guardian of Leanne and Katye Gray; Diane Sain, Administrator of the Estate of Tamrya Gray & Whitney Gray, Individually vs. UCA.  In this claim filed for wrongful death and failure to follow procedures the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” the wrongful death portion of this claim filed by Diane Sain, Administrator of the estate of Tamrya Gray.  Therefore the wrongful death portion of the claim is denied and dismissed, the remainder of the claim will be set for hearing.

(06-0313-CC)  D & E Construction vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for breach of contract in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Hold in Abeyance.”  

(05-1061-CC)  Buril Harvey, #102041 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, personal injury, and pain and suffering in the amount of $5,000,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Amended Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.

(06-0163-CC)  Jerry Ellis, #078658 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury in the amount of $25,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Amended Motion to Dismiss” for  the reasons contained therein. 

(06-0095-CC)  Tyrone Simmons, #109519 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $24.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for  the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.

(06-0290-CC)  Donald Hodges, #112744 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury and pain and suffering in the amount of $50,000.00 the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Amended Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.

(06-0356-CC)  Carmen Williams vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for wrongful termination and mental anguish in an unspecified amount the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Amended Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and the Claimant’s failure to respond.

(05-0774-CC)  Harold Hobbs, #77219 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $1,921.01 the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration.”  Therefore, the Commission’s October 12, 2005, decision remains in effect.

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 November 17, 2005, State Claims Commission Docket.






___________________________________

Joe Peacock, Co-Chair  (November 17, 2005)

_________________________________

Melinda Pyle, Commissioner


 _________________________________

Charles Williams, Commissioner

