
MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

July 10, 2014


	On July 10, 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.  

H. T. Moore, Chair
Pat Moran, Commissioner
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

July 10, 2014

(14-0656-CC)  Jeffery P. Bonkoski vs. AHTD.   This claim was settled by parties prior to hearing.

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


(14-0794-CC)  Andre Crump vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $1,200.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously denied and dismissed this claim for 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

(14-0606-CC)  Willie A. Davis vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for property damage in the amount of $1,846.06.  The Claims Commission unanimously finds liability on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awards Claimant the amount of $1,846.06.

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

(14-0453-CC)  Sherri Crimmins vs. DHS/DDS/DMS.  This claim was filed for breach of contract in the amount of $81,334.04.  The Claims Commission unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” as the Claimant was not an employee of the Respondent but a private company providing services to the Respondent.  Should the Respondent recover any Medicare monies for services provided by the Claimant the Respondent should request that these monies be paid to the Claimant, not her former employer if that is possibly.

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

(14-0801-CC) Shawn-Golston-Hawkins vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount of $10,000.00 following the admission of liability and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.  The Claimant and her son, Christopher Anthony, are also awarded any state provided higher education benefits provided by the state statute.

	Attorneys:  Pro Se, for the Claimant
		       Charles Lyford, for the Respondent

(14-0905-CC)  Brody C. Channell vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for death benefits in an undetermined amount.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount of $50,000.00 following the admission of liability and a recommendation by the Respondent.  The record is left open for the receipt of additional information from the Claimant.

	Attorneys:  Pro Se, for Claimant
		       Charles Lyford, for Respondent

(12-0151-CC)  W. W. Magnes Co., Inc. vs. DFA/RD.  This claim was filed for loss of property and failure to follow procedure in the amount of $105,500.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously allowed the claim in the amount of $40,000.00 following the presentation of a “Negotiated Agreement” by the parties and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.

	Attorneys:  Daniel Carter, for Claimant
		       William Keadle, for Respondent



COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 

(08-0287-CC)  Estate of Euzelia Vaughn vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for wrongful death, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration”.  Therefore, this claim is hereby reinstated.

(12-0820-CC)  Billy R. Prince vs. UAMS.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, negligence, mental anguish, and other (cost of future surgery), the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion to Set Aside Judgment” [Motion for Reconsideration] for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.  The Claimant may refile 1 year after this opinion.

(14-0064-CC)  Josh Warren and Brittni Booth vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for personal injury, loss of property, loss of wages, refund of expenses, and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously agrees to reinstate the claim as the original attorney’s letter was sent to the Claimant’s address in error.  Therefore, the Commission unanimously agrees to reinstate the claim as of June 7, 2014.

[bookmark: _GoBack](14-0463-CC)  Jeremy Reynolds vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0548-CC)  Lonnie Baker vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for negligence, failure to follow procedure, pain and suffering, and personal injury, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denied the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0619-CC)  Edward Charles Goodwin vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” as the Claimant provided no new evidence to his claim.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order remains in effect.

(14-0669-CC)  Terrick Nooner vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0692-CC)  Chris Pope vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for pain and suffering, negligence and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0697-CC)  James Fudge vs. DOC.  In this case filed for loss of property and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0761-CC)  Seymour Putney vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, negligence, and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0767-CC)  Lance Owens 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 new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0774-CC)  Lawrence Martin vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of property and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order remains in effect.

(14-0825-CC)  Albert Smith vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and refund of expenses, the Claims Commission unanimously denies the Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration” for failure to provide new evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s June 12, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0844-CC)  Desmond Leavy vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for other (loss of money), the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons set forth in paragraphs 2-6 contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(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 denies the Claimant’s “Motion to Grant Claimant’s Claim in the amount of $7,500.00”.  Therefore, the motion is hereby unanimously denied.

(14-0855-CC)  Theodis Kelly vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for loss of wages, personal injury, pain and suffering, mental anguish and failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss for reasons set forth in paragraph 2-9 contained therein.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(14-0856-CC)  Darrell Williams vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously grants the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss” for reasons contained therein.  Therefore, the 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 July 10th, 2014, State Claims Commission dockets.



 _________________________________
H. T. Moore, Co-Chair



_________________________________
Pat Moran, Commissioner



_________________________________
Bill Lancaster, Commissioner

