
IN THE ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS COMMISSION 

LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 

HONORABLE JIM SORVILLO, 

Representative, District 32 

Arkansas House of Representatives, 

And Candidate for ReE-Election to  

District 32 in the November 3, 2020 

General Election held in Pulaski County, Arkansas CLAIMANT 

VS. CLAIM NO. 210669 

HONORABLE ASHLEY W. HUDSON,  

Representative-Elect, District 32 

Arkansas House of Representatives, 

And Candidate for Election to  

District 32 in the November 3, 2020 

General Election held in Pulaski County, Arkansas; 

PULASKI COUNTY ELECTION COMMISSION; 

EVELYN GOMEZ, Chair, Pulaski County 

Election Commission, in her official capacity; 

JOSHUA A. PRICE, Member, Pulaski County 

Election Commission, in her official capacity’ 

JOHN THURSTON, Secretary of State, 

In his Official Capacity, and in his 

Official Capacity as Chairman of the 

State Board of Election Commissioners, 

And Secretary of the State Board of Election Commissioners; 



And ASA HUTCHINSON, Governor, in his official capacity RESPONDENTS 

RESPONDENT HUDSON’S AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS; AND REQUEST TO 

STAY THE DISCOVERY AND DEPOSITION SCHEDULES PENDING DISPOSITION 

OF RESPONDENT HUDSON’S AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS. 

	 Comes now Honorable Ashley Hudson, Respondent, by and through her 
attorney, Jennifer A. Waymack Standerfer, and for her Motion to Dismiss states:


	 1.  In the last three (3) weeks and one (1) day, Claimant Sorvillo has filed, refiled, 
re-refiled, and filed again this claim, shopping through four (4) different forums and 
venues seeking improper emergency relief.  On November 16 he filed in the Pulaski 
County Circuit Court with Judge Wendell Griffen, on November 18 he filed to the 
Arkansas Supreme Court, on November 25 he filed in the Arkansas Claims 
Commission, and on Tuesday, December 7, yesterday, he filed this case again in the 
Pulaski County Circuit Court, but now before Judge Mackie Pierce.

	 2.  Each time, Claimant has requested improper emergency relief to which he is 
not entitled.  Each time, the Judge, Justices, and Commission have denied or delayed 
that relief through their rulings.  Each time he loses, Claimant seeks out another forum 
or venue while the case and controversy remains in another tribunal and before they 
have a chance to hear the evidence, let alone consider the merits of his baseless 
claims.  Where a party seeks removal because he or she disagrees with a judicial 
decision, it is “forum shopping at its worst”.  Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC v. Mickna, 
2017 Ark. App. 430, No. CV-16-895 (2017).

	 3.  Claimant is not legally, factually, or even morally entitled to retain his seat in 
the House of Representatives after losing the 2020 General Election.  He has yet to 
present a scintilla of evidence before any of these tribunals which would even tend to 
support his nonsensical claims that wouldn’t justify his requested relief even if he were 
to prove them.  




	 4.  Claimant had an opportunity to take this head-on in his appellate brief before 
the Arkansas Supreme Court which was due on December 1, 2020.  The Supreme 
Court had not yet ruled on his request to prevent Ashley Hudson from taking her office; 
essentially the same relief requested of you.  Instead of addressing his claims on the 
merits, he filed a motion to dismiss his own appeal.  He hopped to another forum, the 
Arkansas Claims Commission, rather than argue his case on the merits and lose again.

	 5.  He opens one jar of pickles in the grocery store, takes a bite, and doesn’t like 
it; so, he screws on the top, puts it back on the shelf without buying it, and tries the 
next one down the aisle.  He is treating the voters in the 2020 General Election, the 
Arkansas Claims Commission, the House of Representatives, the Pulaski County 
Circuit Court, and the Arkansas Supreme Court like stolen condiments.  His claims 
ignore the votes, rulings, and decisions of every citizen and official who makes a 
decision he doesn’t like.

	 6.  Claimant is also shopping for his preferred judge.  This case has already 
been assigned to and heard by Judge Wendell Griffen in 60CV-20-6542.  Had the 
Supreme Court granted Claimant’s appeal, it would have been remanded back to 
Judge Griffen.  However, Claimant dismissed his appeal, refiled, and failed to notify the 
circuit clerk’s office of the procedural history so he could pick a new courtroom to raise 
the same case and controversy in.  

	 7.  By jumping from one venue to the other, Claimant avoids a decision on the 
merits.  He’s shopping for a Judge or Commission that will give him what he wants 
without making him prove it.  He then rushes the next venue with motions to expedite, 
unfounded allegations, and embellished accusations in a so-far unsuccessful effort to 
force an error.  When Claimant loses on the facts and the merits, he can only succeed 
with mistake or procedural error; and he tries to force that error by exploiting the sense 
of duty that each neutral and unbiased Judge or Commissioner carefully, logically, and 
appropriately strives to exercise.  Then, before that careful Judge or Commissioner has 
the opportunity to make a decision on the merits, Claimant picks another forum.

	 8.  Meanwhile, yesterday, this Arkansas Claims Commission entered a written, 
expedited, scheduling order relying on Claimant’s counsel’s representation that he 
needed to depose six (6) witnesses whose testimony would be presented by 



deposition in lieu of in-person testimony at trial.  So far, Claimant has requested 
depositions of thirteen (13) potential witnesses.  He has not indicated an intent to 
present any of their testimony to the Claims Commission as evidence. 

	 9.  Immediately after the Arkansas Claims Commission hearing on Monday, 
December 7, 2020, counsel for Respondent contacted counsel for Claimant by phone.  
At that time, despite his representations to the Commission in the immediately 
preceding hearing, he was unable to identify a single witness that he needed to 
schedule depositions for.  He was unable to describe which documents he needed 
included within the consent order that he had previously proposed this Commission 
enter by agreement of the parties.  He further indicated that he should be able to 
determine the answers to those questions after investigation.  Within an hour, he began 
to request voluminous, time-consuming depositions that are investigatory in nature, 
and many of which he has no intention of presenting as evidence to this Commission.  
The next day he continued this attempt at scheduling depositions to perform his own 
investigation while simultaneously filing the same case and controversy in the Pulaski 
County Circuit Court. 

	 10.  The deposition process initiated by Claimant on Monday, December 7, 
2020, requiring counsel for Respondent to attend his investigation is burdensomely 
costly to both Plaintiff and Respondent.  Respondent’s campaign has incurred 
substantial debt defending against these utterly absurd and yet relentless attacks.  
Further, both Respondent Hudson and Claimant Sorvillo are prohibited from fundraising 
by House of Representatives Rules beginning thirty (30) days before the regular session 
for the 93rd General Assembly begins and ending after it concludes.

	 11.  Respondent cannot conduct depositions of witnesses without disclosure of 
the documents upon which their testimony should rely.  Respondent requested the 
necessary documents on November 16, 2020 through a Freedom of Information Act 
Request.  Respondent additionally requested that this Commission issue a subpoena 
duces tecum for these documents on Tuesday, December 8, 2020.  Until these 
documents are in hand, Respondent cannot conduct an adequate direct or cross 
examination of the witnesses in this case by deposition.




	 12.  Claimant’s complaint should be summarily dismissed as a matter of law for 
lack of subject matter jurisdiction, failure to exhaust his administrative and legal 
remedies, and because the requested remedies from this tribunal violate the 
requirements of the separation of powers doctrine.  There is no need to delve into 
questions of fact where the relief and the claim are improper as a matter of law.

	 13.  The Arkansas Claims Commission does not have jurisdiction over questions 
concerning election administration or the process of elections.  Ark. Code Ann. § 
7-5-801, §7-5-805, and § 19-20-204.

	 14.  The Arkansas Claims Commission and House of Representatives do not 
have constitutional jurisdiction over Respondent Hudson as she is not yet a member of 
the House of Representatives.  Arkansas Constitution, Article 5, § 11; Ark. Code Ann. 
§7-5-805 and § 19-20-204.

	 15.    This action should be dismissed under Ark. Code Ann. § 19-10-223, 
because complainant has not exhausted his administrative and legal remedies. 

	 16.   Ark. Code Ann. § 19-20-204(a)(3) unlawfully delegates legislative and 
judicial authority to an executive board, the Arkansas Claims Commission in violation 
of the separation of powers doctrine.  Arkansas Constitution, Article 4, §§ 1 and 2.

	 17.  Claimant’s requested remedies ask the Arkansas Claims Commission to 
exercise legislative and judicial authority not delegated to it under law in violation of the 
separation of powers doctrine.  Arkansas Constitution, Article 4, §§ 1 and 2.

	 18.  The Arkansas Claims Commission has no authority to grant a declaratory 
judgment as requested by Claimant.  Declaratory action is under the authority of the 
courts.  Ark. Code Ann. §§ 16-111-101, et seq.


	 WHEREFORE, Respondent Hudson prays that the Arkansas Claims 
Commission:

	 	 A.  Dismiss this action;

	 	 B.  Deny all Complainant’s requested relief;

	 	 C.  Stay the discovery process, deposition schedule, and subpoenas until 
the Arkansas Claims Commission has reviewed the questions of law raised by this 
Motion to Dismiss;

	 	 D.  Reconsider its order reducing the time for response to subpoenas; 




	 	 E.  Rule on this motion to dismiss and the question of the Claims 
Commission’s jurisdiction before any further discovery or depositions move forward;

	 	 F.  Award Respondent attorneys fees and costs in this matter; 

	 	 G.  If this Commission requires Respondent’s counsel to attend 
Claimant’s investigative deposition process, Respondent Hudson requests that 
Claimant Sorvillo, at his own cost, provide the court reporter, and provide certified 
transcripts of all testimony by all witnesses to Respondent Hudson, regardless of 
whether Claimant intends to request a transcript or introduce that transcript as 
evidence on his own behalf; 

	 	 H.  If this Commission does not dismiss the claim outright, stay the 
proceedings concerning discovery, depositions, and findings of fact, and recommend 
to the House of Representatives that no action be taken as Claimant now asserts that 
the Pulaski County Circuit Court is the appropriate tribunal for consideration of his 
claim; and

	 	 I.  Grant all other just and proper relief.


	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Respectfully submitted, 


	 	 	 	 	 	 	 By:  /s/ Jennifer A. Waymack Standerfer

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Jennifer A. Waymack Standerfer

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Arkansas Bar No. 2004039

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Waymack Standerfer Law, PLLC

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 (501) 650-5889

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 jenniferwaymack@sbcglobal.net


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
	 I, Jennifer A. Waymack Standerfer, do hereby certify that the foregoing pleading 
was served electronically via e-mail to the following attorneys and attorneys of record 
on this 4th day of December, 2020:


	 AJ Kelly for Claimant Sorvillo


mailto:jenniferwaymack@sbcglobal.net


	 kellylawfedecf@aol.com

	 

	 Gary Sullivan for Respondent Secretary of State

	 gary.sullivan@sos.arkansas.gov


	 Adam Fogleman for Respondent Pulaski County Board of Election 

	 Commissioners

	 afogleman@pulaskicounty.net


	 Mary Robin Casteel for Governor

	 maryrobin.casteel@governor.arkansas.gov


	 Ka Tina Guest for Governor

	 KaTina.Guest@arkansasag.gov


	 Andres Rhodes

	 andres.rhodes@governor.arkansas.gov


	 	 	 	 	 	 	 By:  /s/ Jennifer A. Waymack Standerfer
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