

MINUTES OF THE

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION

November 13, 2014


	On November 13, 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, Co-Chair
James Simpson, Jr., Commissioner
Mica Strother, Commissioner

November 13, 2014

(14-0696-CC)  Brooks & Judy Minton Farms vs. DOC.  This claim was filed for negligence, loss of profit, property damage and refund of expenses in the amount of $12,168.59.  The Claims Commission unanimously found negligence on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awarded the Claimant the amount of $12,668.59.                       

	Attorneys:  Harold Cook, for Claimant
		       Lisa Wilkins, for Respondent

(14-0695-CC)  B & G Farms vs. DOC.  This claim was filed for negligence, loss of profit, property damage and refund of expenses in the amount of $21,490.18.  The Claims Commission unanimously found negligence on the part of the Respondent and unanimously awards the Claimant the amount of $29,831.41.

	Attorneys:  Harold Cook, for Claimant
		       Lisa Wilkins, for Respondent
	

(15-0180-CC)  Crete Schwarz vs. AHTD.  This claim was filed for loss of property, pain and suffering, personal injury and negligence in the amount of $3,401.89. The Claims Commission unanimously allowed in the amount of $9,500.00 following the presentation of a “Negotiated Settlement Agreement” by the parties and a recommendation of payment by the Respondent.
 
	Attorneys:  Thomas Diaz, for Claimant
	                   David Dawson, for Respondent

(15-0241-CC)  Felecia Stevenson vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for death and scholarship benefits in the amount of $100,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously awarded the claim in the amount of $5,555.55 for each child.  Claimant’s children are unanimously awarded state provided higher educational scholarship benefits. 

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

(15-0291-CC)  Arthur McDaniel vs. SOA.  This claim was filed for disability and scholarship benefits in the awarded amount of $10,000.00.  The Claims Commission unanimously awarded the claim in the amount of $10,000.00. Claimant’s wife and children are unanimously awarded state provided higher educational scholarship benefits.

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


COMMISSION’S CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS FILED SINCE PREVIOUS MEETING 


(13-0867-CC)  Lesia Lovejoy vs. DHS/DCHS.  In this claim filed for 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 August 15, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0672-CC)  Courtney Breault vs. U of AR, Fayetteville.  In this claim for personal injury, negligence, pain and suffering and refund of expenses, 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 September 11, 2014, order will remain in effect.    

(14-0874-CC)  Deverick Scott vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously finds that the Respondent has adequately responded to the Claimant’s “Motion for Request for Production of Documents and Interrogatories.” The Claims Commission hereby unanimously denes the Claimant’s “Motion for Default Judgment.” The Respondent has filed the answer in a timely manner.  

(14-0884-CC)  Jeanetta Porter vs. UAMS.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering and refund of expenses, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies the Respondent’s “Motion for Summary Judgment.”  Therefore this claim will proceed to hearing as scheduled.

(14-0939-CC)  Bernard Bynum 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 October 15, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(14-0966-CC)  George Ware vs. DOC.  In this claim for pain and suffering, mental anguish, failure to follow procedure, and negligence 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.

(15-0050-CC)  Patrick Romes vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claim Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss,” solely for reasons set forth in paragraph 2-6 contained in the motion.  Therefore, this claim is hereby unanimously denied and dismissed.

(15-0060-CC)  Charles Winston vs. DOC.  In this claim filed for person injury, failure to follow procedure and pain and suffering, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration,” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s September 11, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(15-0225-CC)  Melody Pirkey vs. DOH.  In this claim filed for personal injury, pain and suffering, mental anguish, refund of expenses and negligence, 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.

(15-0233-CC)  Ernest Neil vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously denies Claimant’s “Motion for Reconsideration,” for failure to provide any new or additional evidence.  Therefore, the Commission’s October 15, 2014, order will remain in effect.

(15-0235-CC)  Roger Bradford vs DOC.  In this claim filed for failure to follow procedure, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Claimant’s “Motion for Discovery” and orders the Respondent to respond to the Claimant’s “Motion for Discovery” by Monday, December 1, 2014. The Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Claimant’s “Motion for Production of Documents” and orders the Respondent to respond to the Claimant’s “Motion for Discovery” by Monday, December 1, 2014.

(15-0280-CC)  Maureen Pylant vs. AHTD.  In this claim filed for property damage, the Claims Commission hereby unanimously granted the Respondent’s “Motion to Dismiss,” solely for Claimant’s failure to respond.  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)


[bookmark: _GoBack]This completed all the business on the November 13, 2014, State Claims Commission dockets.



 _________________________________
Richard Mays, Co-Chair



_________________________________
James Simpson, Jr., Commissioner



_________________________________
Mica Strother, Commissioner




