 MINUTES OF THE

 

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

 

 

 
 
August 12, 2011

 

         

On August 12, 2011, the Commission held hearings in the Commission’s Hearing Room in the Main Street Mall Building, 101 East Capitol Avenue, Suite 410, Little Rock, Arkansas.  




 

August 12th




       Pat Moran, Co-Chair 





       Steven Arnold, Commissioner





       Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

 

 

Friday, August 12th     

 
(11-0753-CC)  James V. Valetutti vs. AHTD.  This claim filed for property damage in the amount of $2,342.81 was unanimously denied and dismissed the claim for the Claimant’s failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence any liability on the Respondent’s part.

 

Attorneys:
Pro se, for Claimant




David Dawson, for Respondent

 

 

(11-0771-CC)  Rose A. Gardner vs. SOA.  In this claim filed for disability benefits in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount sought following the admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.  The Commission also unanimously allowed state-provided higher educational scholarship benefits to any state-sponsored institution to Claimant’s minor children, Donny Roy Haywood, Jr., 20; Joshua Cordell Haywood, 19; and Isaiah Jerome Jones, 13.
 

Attorneys:
Pro se, for Claimant


                                                                                                                          

                                    Amanda Gibson, for Respondent




 

 

(11-0796-CC)  John H. Teekell vs. SOA.  In this claim filed for disability benefits in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount sought following the admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.  The Commission also unanimously allowed state-provided higher educational scholarship benefits to any state-sponsored institution to Claimant’s spouse, Cynthia Leigh Teekell, and minor children, Skyler Shea Teekell, 18, and Colton Roy Teekell, 16.
 

Attorneys:
Pro se, for Claimant




Amanda Gibson, for Respondent





 

   

(11-0680-CC)  Beth Haney vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $457.76, the Claims Commission unanimously found liability on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awarded the Claimant the amount of $250.00.
 

            Attorneys:       Pro se, for Claimant

                                    David Dawson, for Respondent

(11-0583-CC)  Darrion A. Walker vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,457.81, the Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed the claim for the Claimant’s failure to prove by a preponderance of the evidence any liability on the part of the Respondent.

COMMISSION’S DECISIONS MADE ON PREVIOUSLY HEARD CLAIMS

(SEE ATTACHED IF APPLICABLE)


 
COMMISSION’S RULINGS ON OUT OF DATE/FORGED WARRANTS
 (SEE ATTACHED IF APPLICABLE)

(12-0032-CC)  Gerald M. & Julie A. Kline vs. DFA/Revenue Division.  In this claim filed for the reissuance of an outdated State warrant in the amount of $16,047.00, the Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount sought.  The claim will now be submitted to the 88th Arkansas General Assembly’s 2012 Fiscal Session for approval and payment.
(12-0060-CC)  City of Black Oak vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for the reissuance of an outdated State warrant in the amount of $22,100.00, the Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount sought.  The claim will now be submitted to the 88th Arkansas General Assembly’s 2012 Fiscal Session for approval and payment.
COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 

(11-0410-CC)  Bernard Bynum/Shakur, #106240 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $173.95, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 16, 2011, order remains in effect.
(11-0507-CC)  Terrance Proctor, #087410 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for undisclosed reasons in the amount of $20,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0518-CC)  Marion Williams, #115400 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property and other reasons in the amount of $5,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0525-CC)  Amos Cooper, #129093 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $2,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0574-CC)  Everick Monk, #104809 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s May 12, 2011, order remains in effect.
(11-0651-CC)  Tommy Hall, #105963 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in an unnamed amount, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Substituted Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0653-CC)  Andre Harris, #144001 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 16, 2011, order remains in effect.
(11-0657-CC)  Tremain Lacy, #124430 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $2,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 16, 2011, order remains in effect.
(11-0668-CC)  Berry Morrow, #143825 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $2,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0669-CC)  Joseph Smith, #127880 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $5,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Amended Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim will be set for a hearing and all parties notified accordingly.
(11-0685-CC)  Charles Watkins, #093751 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $5,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0688-CC)  Seamless Systems, Inc. vs. ATU.  In this claim filed for loss of profit in the amount of $72,474.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s July 15, 2011, order remains in effect.
(11-0734-CC)  Larry Jones, #SK952 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $250.00, the Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss”.  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.
(11-0736-CC)  Tonia Harvey vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $454.30, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 16, 2011, order remains ineffect.
(11-0737-CC)  Mitchell S. Johnson, #143396 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury and pain and suffering in the amount of $20,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0754-CC)  David Ray Evans, #109126 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $1,400.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0775-CC)  Charles Watkins, #093751 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedures in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(11-0798-CC)  Justin Scott Thornhill, #105357 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for other reasons in the amount of $2,535.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is unanimously denied and dismissed.  

(11-0811-CC)  Jerry Ellis, #078658 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $5,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(11-0817-CC)  Adrian Love, Jr., #139698 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property and negligence in the amount of $350.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(12-0006-CC)  James E. Smith, #103093 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $32,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(12-0009-CC)  Willis Robinson, #098039 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $2,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(12-0016-CC)  Charles Abeyta, #800132 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $10,000.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therefore and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(12-0021-CC)  Charles Watkins, #093751 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure in the amount of $6,500.00, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein and for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.
(12-0087-CC)  Kevin Linn, #119571 vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property in the amount of $703.90, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  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 August 12, 2011, State Claims Commission Docket.






 













________________________________ 

Pat Moran, Co-Chair   

 

 

_________________________________

Steven Arnold, Commissioner

 

 

_________________________________

Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

 

 

 

 

 

 

