[bookmark: _GoBack]

MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

August 14 & 15, 2014


	On August 14, 2014, 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.  

Richard Mays, Chair
James Baker, Commissioner
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

August 14, 2014

(14-0631-CC)  Lien Technologies, Inc. vs. DFA.  This claim was filed for breach of contract in the amount of $750,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously finds liability on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awards the Claimant the amount of $250,000.00.                       

	Attorneys:  Mark Burgess, for Claimant
		       Todd Cockrill, for Respondent
	
(14-0172-CC)  Cherrilynn Reecee vs. DHS/CFS.  This claim was settled by agreement of the parties in the amount of $2,782.57, with a recommendation of payment by the Respondent, prior to hearing.

	Attorneys:  Pro Se, for Claimant
		       Rich Rosen, for Respondent


August 15, 2014


(13-0867-CC)  Lesia Lovejoy, Custodian for minor Allyson Lovejoy vs. DHS/DFS.  In this claim filed for negligence, failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, mental anguish, and other future expenses, the Claims Commission unanimously, after oral arguments, granted the Respondent’s “Motion for Summary Judgment” which dismissed the claim.

	Attorneys:  Harry McDermott, for claimant
	                   Nader Afsordeh, for Respondent




COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 

(13-0715-CC)  Estate of Dr. Charles Hopson vs. DOE.  In this claim filed for breach of contract, the Claimant having failed to respond to the Respondent’s discovery requests filed in very early May, 2014 (responses which are now far past due) is hereby directed to respond to those discovery requests by Friday, August 29, 2014.  If no responses are received, the Claims Commission will likely grant the Respondent’s recently filed “Motion to Dismiss” for Claimant’s failure to respond to the Respondent’s discovery requests.  Such action would also terminate the currently scheduled September 12, 2014, hearing on the merits of the claim.


(13-0730-CC)  Lloyd Jackson vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, negligence and failure to follow procedure.  As the responses to the Respondent’s discovery requests have far exceeded the provided response time, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Compel,” and gives the Claimant until Monday, August 25, 2014, to respond.  If no response is received, the Claims Commission would consider any “Motion to Dismiss” filed by the Respondent.

(14-0463-CC)  Jeremy Reynolds vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s July 10, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0647-CC)  David Daniels vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

 (14-0736-CC)  Jerry Ellis vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0788-CC)  Walter McCullough vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0798-CC)  Xavier Cravenwolfe vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, mental anguish, pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Claimant’s “Motion for summary Judgment.”  Therefore, the claim is hereby set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0802-CC)  Kenneth Walker vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0814-CC)  Billy Hale vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for property damage and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide any new and additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0819-CC)  George Marshall vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury and negligence, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgment.”  Therefore, this claim is hereby set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0846-CC)  Gregory Holt vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for other (loss of money), having received from the Respondent’s no reply to the Claimant’s June 30, 2014, filing of a “Request for Production of Documents” the Claims Commission hereby unanimously directs the Respondent to reply by Friday, August 29, 2014, to that filing.

(14-0854-CC)  Danny Ashby vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, failure to follow procedure, negligence and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons set forth in paragraphs 1 and 3-6 contained in the motion.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0858-CC)  Bryan Like vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, negligence, and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim is hereby set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0872-CC)  Travis Manning vs. DOC.  In these claims filed for loss of property (Claims 1, 2, and 3), the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons 1-5 contained in the motion.  Therefore this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0896-CC)  Antonio Robinson vs. DOC.  In these claims filed for failure to follow procedure (Claims 1 and 2), the Claims Commission hereby 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.

(14-0912-CC)  Jerry Ellis vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow policy and procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgment.”  Therefore, this claim is hereby set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0914-CC)  Rufus Gray vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, the claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.  Also, this claim will be combined with claim 14-0752-CC for hearing purposes.

(14-0918-CC)  Morris Koontz vs DOC.  In this claim filed for other (loss of money), the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0919-CC)  Taurin Johnson vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property, failure to follow procedure, negligence and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim will be s2et for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0922-CC)  Carl Jackson vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence, pain and suffering, and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(14-0925-CC)  Barry D. London vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons 1 and 3-5 contained in the motion.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0929-CC)  Odell Hampton vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-4 contained in the motion.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0938-CC)  SHI International Corp. vs DIS.  In this claim filed for refund of expenses, the Claims Commission unanimously granted the Claimant’s request of August 8, 2014, to dismiss this claim.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0942-CC)  Entergy vs. AHTD.  In this claim for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion for Summary Judgment” for the reasons contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby denied and dismissed.

(14-0953-CC)  Hayward Patterson vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons 2-4 contained in the motion.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0961-CC)  Rodney Sockwell 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” as the claim was filed against the wrong Claimant.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0963-CC)  Johnny Griffin vs.DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby 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.

(14-0966-CC)  George Ware vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence, pain and suffering, and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0971-CC)  Frank Askew/Mu’min Abdulaziz vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, negligence, pain and suffering, and mental anguish, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for the reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-7 contained in the motion.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0972-CC)  Troy Roddy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and loss of property, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0010-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. Riverside Vo-Tech.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” as the claim should have been filed against the Arkansas Department of Career Education and not Riverside Vo-Tech.  Therefore, the claim has been restyled to reflect intended parties.

(15-0013-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(15-0014-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for refund of expenses, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Claimant’s “Motion Prohibiting ADC from Filing a Motion to Dismiss for Failure to State a Claim.”  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0021-CC)  Adivaim Rodriques vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Substitute Claimant”.  Ricardo Gallegos will be substituted for Adivanim Rodriguez.  

(15-0028-CC)  Patrick Fleming vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied and dismissed the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss.”  Therefore, this claim will be set for hearing and all parties notified accordingly.

(15-0030-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, the Claims Commission herby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons contained therein.  Therefore, the claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0058-CC)  Jeremy Kennedy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants 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 14th and 15th, 2014, State Claims Commission dockets.



 _________________________________
Richard Mays, Co-Chair



_________________________________
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner



_________________________________
James Baker, Commissioner
