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Brandon Adkins 

Plaintiff, 


VB. 	 . Case No. 14-C-2160 

Credit Acceptance Corpora~on 
. Defendant. 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STAY THE PROCEEDINGS AND 
TO COMPEL ARBITRATION. 

,. 
. .";': 

On a previous day came the parties, Brandon Adkins. by Counsel Benjamin Sh~dan. 

and Credit Acceptance, by Counsel Nicholas Mooney n and Sarah Smith. On this day, 

argum.ents were heard for and against PI~ntiff's motion to compel binding arbitration pursuant !. 

to the binding arbitration clause in the contract between the parties. .Based up on the arguments 

made at hearing.and the briefs provided by the parties. the Court niruces the follqwing findings 
. 	 _. . . ..' ,'. . - .•.• "' ",'I' • 

offacts and conclusions of law: 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
.' 

1. 	 The Contract between the p~es and drafted by the Defendant, Credit Acceptance 

. . 


Corporation, provided that "Either You or .We may require any pispute be arbitrated 
. 	 . 

and may do so before or after a lawsuit has started over.the Dispute or ~ith respect to 


other Disputes or counterclaims brought l~ter in the lawsuit. 


2. 	 As reflected in an.oider granted on or about March 2nd of20'15 in the Circtiit Court of 


.Cabell Couno/. the Defendant Credit Acceptance Corporation moved, after the ~tiation 

'.- . 


ofa lawsuit in Courts ofCabell County, to compel binding arbitration.. 

',,: .0 .' .....".. ..', •• • ~ 	 •• 

Page 10f3 
: .. ~..'" : :;! 	 .' ~.'.:.. 

000001 




1 
.j 

3. 	 The order was grante4 compelling arbitration pursuant to a contract that ~ontains an 

arbitration clause which appears to be identical to the one·at issue in this case. 

4. 	 The arbitration·clause at issue in this case and in Cabell County contains a clause which 

states, " ... Either Your or We may require any Dispute to be arbitrated an·d may do so 

before or after a lawsuit has started over the Dispute C?rwith respect to other Disputes or 

counterclaims brought later .in the lawsuit. IfYou or We elect to arbitrate a dispute, 

this Arbitration Clause Applies.n See Plaintiffs motion to Compel Arbitration p. 3. 

5. 	 Pursuant to this arbitration clause, the Plain~ffmoved to compel arbitration. 

6. 	 The Plaintiff did not waive his right to compel arbitration under this specific contract 

drafted by the Defendant by conducting some discovery, allowing his client to be 

deposed, or by requesting depositions from the Defendant. . 

? . The parties do notdispute that there is a valid enforceable arbitration agreemen,t in the 

contract between the parties, and that it covers the specific disputes between the parties 

in this case. 

WHEREFORE, as the Plaintiff did not waive his rights to compel arbitration, and there 

is a valid enforceable arbitration agreement governing the disputes in this case, this Court 

GRANTS the Plaintiff's motion to stay the proceedings and GRANTS the Plaintiff's' 

motion to compel binding arbitration. """\h(. Cou.<:~ /Ur::A<.-s ~~ o\'i~"""s -.t'". J' 9 c. S 
-e.~-e~LG"'., o~ Ccedtt- A~p+&\f\v... ~~f' 
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PREPARED 
BY: 

Benj -' n Sheridan ('NY Bar #11296) 
Counselfor Plaintiff 

Klein, Sheridan, & Glazer, LC 

3566 Teays Valley Road 

Hurricane, WV . 25526 

(304) 562-7111 


Page3'of3 

000003 



