




MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION



April 11, 2013

	On April 11, 2013, 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.  

April 11th

Richard Mays, Chair
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner
H.T. Moore, Commissioner



April 11, 2013

(13-0554-CC)  Wendell Green vs. Arkansas Highway & Transportation Department.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,144.00, the Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount of $1,145.00 following the admission of liability by the Respondent and a recommendation of payment.

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



(13-0587-CC)  James Harvey Lee vs. State of Arkansas.  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 by the Respondent and a recommendation of payment.

	Attorneys:	Pro se, for Claimants
			Jonathan Warren, for Respondent



(13-0582-CC)  John Mark Dunham vs. State of Arkansas.  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 by the Respondent and a recommendation of payment.

	Attorneys:	Kenneth Kieklak, for Claimant 
			Jonathan Warren, for Respondent



[bookmark: _GoBack](13-0446-CC)  Jeremy Gamble vs. Arkansas Highway & Transportation Department.  In this claim filed for property damage in the amount of $1,750.00, the Claims Commission unanimously awarded the claim in the amount of $500.00 following the finding of liability by the Respondent.


	Attorneys:	Jennifer Douglas, for Claimant
			David Dawson, for 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COMMISSION’S RULINGS ON OUT OF DATE/FORGED WARRANTS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)

COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING
 


(13-0061-CC)  Michael St. Clair vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s March 7, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0183-CC)  Chris Sykes vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion to Compel”.  Therefore, the motion is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0194-CC)  Willie Murry vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Respondent’s “Motion for Reconsideration in Part”, believing that the Claimant has the right to seek information through the Department’s legal counsel for discovery.

(13-0328-CC)  Kendrick Story vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s March 7, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0329-CC)  Alonzo Gilliam vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s February 8, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0360-CC)  Deverick Scott vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s February 8, 2013, order remains in effect.  At the request of the Claimant, this claim will be referred to the Arkansas General Assembly for appeal.

(13-0384-CC)  Jerry Ellis vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s February 8, 2013, order remains in effect.  

(13-0453-CC)  Cynthia Thomas vs. UAMS.  In this claim filed for negligence, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss for Failure to Prosecute”, solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0480-CC)  George Marshall vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s March 7, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0483-CC)  Charles Randall vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  The Claimant’s referenced “Exhibit 1” in his “Response to the Motion to Dismiss” allegedly filed with the Commission on December 6, 2012, was not attached.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0515-CC)  Lloyd Jackson vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, the Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, the Commission’s February 8, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0518-CC)  James Fudge vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, and negligence, the Claims Commission unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for the Claimant’s failure to offer evidence that was not previously available.  Therefore, the Commission’s March 7, 2013, order remains in effect.

(13-0527-CC)  Eddie Briley vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons set forth in paragraphs 1-4 contained in the motion.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0530-CC)  Charles Winston vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 1-5 contained in the motion.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0532-CC)  Micha Welsh vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, the Claims Commission unanimously found that the Respondent has adequately responded to the Claimant’s “Motion for Production of Documents”.

(13-0543-CC)  Byron Conway vs. ABP.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission in a majority opinion granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby denied and dismissed.

(13-0548-CC)  Kendrick Story vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence, pain and suffering, and personal injury, the Claims Commission unanimously granted 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.

(13-0586-CC)  Dean Welter vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Claimant’s “Motion for Production of Documents”.  Therefore, the Respondent is ordered to respond to the Claimant’s motion by Wednesday, May 1, 2013.

(13-0609-CC)  Effie Collins vs. ASBEFD.  In this claim filed for loss of wages, the Claims Commission unanimously amended the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” to a “Motion to Hold in Abeyance” and unanimously granted the motion until notification of all federal and state actions.  Therefore, this claim will be held in abeyance.  

(13-0617-CC)  Terrance Taylor vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, 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.

(13-0647-CC)  Corey Williams vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(13-0648-CC)  Marlon Pineda vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for the Claimant’s failure to respond.  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 April 11, 2013, State Claims Commission dockets.



_________________________________
Richard Mays, Co-Chair 

													_________________________________
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

 
 _________________________________
H.T. Moore, Commissioner
					

